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FOREWORD 


Dr.  D.  S.  Triveda,  who  is  well  khown  as  a  careful  and  accurate 
student  of  Indian  History  and  Philosophy,  has  utilised  his  wide 
reading  and  analytical  capacity  to  examine  the  question  of  the  origin 
and  significance  of  the  Minaret  known  as  the  Qutb  Minar. 

Premising  his  pamphlet  with  the  observation  that  the  correct 
expression  is  Manor  and  not  Minor  and  proceeding  on  the  basis  of 
the  style  of  architecture  of  the  building  and  the  inscriptions  therein 
contained,  the  author  examines  the  accounts  of  the  medieval  histori¬ 
ans  who  designated  the  Qutb  Manor  as  a  towar  of  the  ancient  Hindu 
period  and  comes  to  the  conclusion  that  the  lower  part  of  the  tower 
differs  essentially  from  the  higher  and  that  the  former  is  of  Hindu 
origin.  The  village  Mehrauli  near  which  the  tower  is  situated  is 
derived  from  the  Sanskrit  word  Mihirvali  and  Mihira  is  equated 
with  the  sun.  The  author  concludes  that  the  tower  was  originally  an 
observatory.  Citing  Ibn  Batuta  he  states  that  it  was  a  Hindu  temple 
before  Delhi  was  conquered  and  that  the  present  mosque  was  built 
with  the  ruins  of  27  temples  dedicated  to  the  27  Nakshatras  of  Hindu 
astronomy.  The  12  sides  of  the  tower  represent  the  12  Zodaics  and 
the  Iron  Pillar  is  the  work  of  Chandragupta,  the  patron  of  Kalidasa, 
who  lived  about  400  A.  D.,  and  whom  the  author  identifies  with  the 
son  of  Samudragupta.  The  inscription  on  the  Iron  Pillar  refers  to  a 
Vishnudhvaja  and  the  author,  translating  this  term  as  an  Observatory 
Tower  arrives  at  the  provisional  conclusion  that  Samudragupta  built 
three  astronomical  observatories  at  Gaya,  Mehrauli  (  near  Delhi  )  and 
at  Phiroz  Koh  in  Turkistan,  Dr.  Triveda  puts  forward  this  view  and 
invites  correction  and  criticism. 

This  brochure  is  a  tribute  to  Dr.  Triveda’ s  varied  scholarship  and 
historical  analysis. 
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INTRODUCTION 


1  read  the  V1SHNUDHVAJA  by  Dr.  D.  S.  Triveda  with  great 
interest.  I  have  known  him  for  many  years  and  have  had  occasion 
to  see  many  of  his  books  and  research  papers. 

Dr.  Triveda  is  a  genuine  scholar  in  the  real  sense  of  the  term. 
He  has  been  advocating  the  national  point  of  view  in  the  field  of 
Indian  history.  He  has  been  carrying  research  in  the  vast  domain 
of  our  ancient  heritage  for  over  25  years. 

He  has  propounded  many  new  and  interesting  theories  as  under. 
According  to  him  the  Aryan  invasion  of  India  is  a  pure  and  simple 
myth  invented  by  the  British;  the  sheet  anchor  of  Indian  history 
should  be  the  date  of  Kurukshetra  War,  3137  B.  C,  and  not 
Alexander-Chandragupta  Maurya  327  B.  C.;  Lord  Buddha  attained 
Nirvana  in  1793  B.  C.  and  not  in  483  B.  C.  .  It  was  Samudragupta 
who  defeated  Seleucus  Nikator,  commander-in-chief  of  Alexander 
the  Great,  married  his  daughter,  and  received  Megasthenese,  the 
Greek  ambassador,  in  his  court,  etc. 

Thus  Dr.  Triveda’s  new  theories  tend  to  bring  a  great  revolution 
in  the  field  of  Indian  history.  One  may  or  may  not  agree  with  his 
views  diametrically  opposed  as  they  are  to  the  modern  accepted 
views  of  western  scholars  and  their  followers  in  India.  Nevertheless 
they  deserve  consideration  and  serious  thinking. 

His  VISHNUDHVAJA  is  a  fruit  of  considerable  study  and  re¬ 
search.  It  is  an  eye-opener  to  all  serious  students  of  Indian  history. 
His  views  should  not  be  brushed  aside.  They  should  be  given  due 
consideration  and  accepted  or  rejected  on  their  merits.  I  pen 
these  lines  as  a  layman  with  the  hope  that  scholars  of  Indian  history 
would  give  consideration  to  the  theories  of  Dr.  Triveda  and  offer 
constructive  criticism  and  accept  or  reject  them  on  their  merits. 

Dr.  Triveda  has  to  work  very  hard  in  the  face  of  numerous 
opposition  and  difficulties.  1  would  be  pleased  if  Dr.  Triveda  goes 
ahead  with  his  studies  in  the  field  of  Indology  to  unravel  many  of 
the  mystries  of  our  history  and  culture.  1  wish  him  all  succes  in  his 
venture. 
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VISNUDHVAJA 
♦  * 

BY 

D.  S.  T  RIVED  A 

There  is  a  big  minaret  at  Meharauli-  Delhi.  The  tongawalas 
generally  call  it  the  Qutb.  Some  people  call  it  the  Kutub  Mlnar 
also.  It  may  be  noted  that  the  correct  word1  is  Manar  and  not 
Mlnar  as  hitherto  supposed.  Since  it  is  called  Kutub  Mlnar 
people  are  generally  inclined  to  think  that  the  Manar  was  built 
by  the  Slave  king  Kutubuddin  Aibak  of  Delhi. 

There  is  a  Persian  tablet  under  the  name  of  Kutubuddin  in 
the  upper  storey  and  the  Aibak  does  not  boast  of  having  pulled 
down  the  Manar  as  he  does  elsewhere  and  hence  Edward  Thomas2 
concludes  that  the  Manar  was  built  by  Sultan  Kutubuddin 
Aibak. 

But  it  stands  to  reason  why  the  tablet  should  be  inscribed  in 
the  upper  storey  instead  of  at  the  bottom  against  the  usual  practice 
in  such  cases.  The  very  non-mention  of  its  pillage  would  go  to 
prove  that  he  destroyed  the  upper  storeys  and  wanted  it  to  go 
under  bis  own  name.  The  almost  identical  pronunciation  of  the 
words  Qutb  and  Kutub  led  to  the  false  prevalent  notion  regard¬ 
ing  its  builder.  But  a  destroyer  cannot  be  called  a  builder. 

DIFFERENT  VIEWS 

According  to  Thomas  the  diameter  of  the  Manar  at  the 
bottom  is  48  ft.  4  inches.  It  height  in  1794  A.  0.  was  242  ft. 
The  Director-General  of  Archaeology  in  India  in  his  letter  of 
August  20,  1958,  informs  me  that  its  height  is  234  ft.  1  inch  only. 
The  first  balcony  is  at  90,  second  balcony  at  140,  third  balcony  at 
180  and  the  fourth  balcony  at  a  height  of  203  ft.  from  the  ground. 

In  the  lower  storey  the  projecting  flutes  are  alternatively 
angular  and  circular,  in  the  second  circular  and  in  the  third,  only 
angular.  Above  this  the  Manar  is  plam  but  principally  of  white 

1  The  Persian  Dictionary  by  Gyas,  N.  K.  Press,  Lucknow,  p  460. 

8  The  Chronicles  of  Pathan  Kings  of  Delhi,  by  Edward  Thomas,  1871, 
London,  p.  23. 

31  I  Annals,  B.  O.  R.  I.  ] 
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marble  with  belts  of  red  sandstone  of  which  the  three  lower 
storeys  are  composed.  Thomas  is  yet  convinced  that  it  was 
built  by  Kutubuddin  Aibak,  the  Slave  king. 

Satyakama  Varma1  avers  that  the  Manar-i-Qutb  was  built  in 
A.  H.  625  or  1229  A.  C.  in  the  imitated  style  of  the  Manar-i-Jam 
built  in  1203  A.  C.  by  Giyasuldin  Qhuri  on  the  bank  of 
R.  Harirud2in  Afghanistan.  Kutubuddin  brought  Afghan  artisans 
with  him  to  India  and  built  the  Qutb  Manar  of  stone  whereas 
the  Manar-i-Jam  was  built  of  only  bricks. 

But  there  is  no  record  in  history  that  Kutubuddin  built  this 
Manar.  How  many  artisans  did  he  bring  to  India  from 
Afghanistan.  When  did  he  start  its  construction  and  when  it 
was  completed  and  what  was  the  cost  involved  in  it.  There  is  a 
minaret  at  Ghazni  ascribed  to  Masaud  III  who  ruRd  from 
1099  to  1114  A.  C.  This  is  supposed  to  be  the  earliest  Manar 
known  so  far. 

We  know  that  Kutubuddin  Aibak,  the  commander-in-chief  of 
Mohammad  Ghuri,  king  of  Ghazni,  defeated  Prthvlraja,  the 
Cahamana  king  of  Delhi  in  1192  A.  C.  He  captured  the  fort. 
He  pulled  down  the  27  temples  there  and  built  his  Qubbat-ul- 
Islara  mosque  from  the  temples’  ruins.  This  Manar  is  near  the 
Qubbat-ul-Islam  mosque.  And  so  many  think  that  Kutu¬ 
buddin  Aibak  built  this  Manar  to  serve  as  the  Mazina-  call 
tower-  to  call  the  faithful  followers  of  Islam  for  prayer  in 
the  mosque. 

It  may  be  noted  that  a  mosque  has  either  two  minarets 
attached  to  it  if  it  is  an  open  enclosure  or  four  if  it  is  a  full 
fledged  mosiue.  No  mosque  has  ever  only  one  minaret  attached 
to  it. 


1  Hindustan  (  Weekly  ),  Delhi,  July  13,  1958,  p.  9. 

2  The  Harirud  is  the  ancient  Arius  river  of  Afghanistan.  It  rises  in  the 
northern  slopes  of  the  Koh-i-Baba  to  the  west  of  Kabul  and  finally  loses  itself 
in  the  Tejand  oasis  north  of  the  Trans-Caspian  railway  and  west  of  Merv.  It 
runs  a  remarkably  straight  course  westward.  It  forms  the  boundary  between 
Afghanistan  and  Persia.  It  loses  in  the  sands  of  Turkman  desert.  The 
Harirud  marks  the  only  important  break  existing  in  the  continuity  of  the 
central  water  portions  of  Asia. 
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INSCRIPTIONS  ON  QUTB 

Some  ten  inscriptions1  in  the  N&gari  script  can  be  read  on  the 
Qutb  Manar.  They  enlist  the  kings  who  repaired  it  at  different 
epochs  in  history.  They  are  Prthviraja,  Malibadina,  Govinda- 
pala,  Alladlna,  Mohammad  Shah,  Feroz  Shah  etc.  If  the  Manar 
had  been  a  pure  and  simple  Muslim  building  no  Hindu  would- 
have  added  to  its  repair  and  the  Muslim  rulers  and  fanatics 
would  not  allow  a  Hindu  infidel  to  record  the  same  on  it. 

Maithillsarana  Gupta,2  poet  laureate  of  India,  calls  it  the 
Yamunastambha  in  his  Bharata  Bharatl.  Kanwar  Sain,  Lahore, 
in  a  pamphlet  in  1913  A.  G.  ascribed  it  to  the  Hindu  period. 
Some  say  that  the  Manar  was  built  by  Prthviraja  for  his  beloved 
Samyogifca  so  that  she  might  have  a  look  of  the  river  Yamuna 
daily  before  taking  her  meals.  But  the  non-mention  of  the  pillar- 
erection  in  the  Prthviraja  Raso  would  go  to  show  that  it  was 
never  built  by  the  Cahamana  king  of  Delhi. 

BEGLAR’S  VIEW 

Beglar3  was  an  assistant  of  General  Cunningham.  He 
prepared  a  comprehensive  account  of  antiquities  in  Delhi.  He 

1  (  1  )  tWfi; 

(  \  )  wsSIftp?: 

(  3  )  tffc54^>T  CRIrRcTA  5E41FT  | 

(  )  3(1  RTAI«[  I 

(  H  ARRiff  fa  AW  A 

(  ^  )  AT  3  3*5.  A^TAT^  31  5*4  *ft  A3AIA  WA 

,  ^  rs 

*bWd  I 

(  ^  )  'klvWT!^  1^  AST3A  %BA  Wif  %  IUA  %  1ST 

«TT?(!  3A  ITRf  Al  Fi??T  cAST  aRHAT  1Y*h 

(  c  )  AIA1A  WA  IIM  AI^l  5TTA  AT^PT 

AA4SAT3T:  R4cf  15^3 

(  )  'hi  Ft  PA  AT  RKATA  %{lAHin|  ftAABA  AArj;  1^  4RT 

VTpROI  R  A-T(?d  RAU  Aioif^TC  *fi  DfGRI  AflP?  TJAATR  A!?~ 
AA^A  RA'TTrf:  gRSI  RATRA  ^  PA  ^  I 

(  <)  0  )  AA  3%TA  13  3  (  A  )  I4A  AA  13V  RMI  *pAAAl  ARfI 

A<A  3IAUA  I 

*  a?  aa  aharaa  3f^AA  ai?  fdiHAi  1 

A<tR  ARA  At  A3T—ART3  |%f|  AAR  AT  II  11°  II 
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gave  his  considered  views  on  the  Qufcb  but  bad  to  recant  the  same 
due  to  political  pressure.  He  considers  it  a  tower  of  the  ancient 
Hindu  period  as  the  Hindus  alone  were  so  efficient  in  geometrical 
designs  to  build  such  a  long  and  grand  tower.  The  foundation 
of  the  tower  is  in  the  level  of  the  ancient  Hindu  temples.  In 
course  of  time  the  temples  were  pulled  down  to  build  the  Qubbat- 
ul-Ielam  or  Kutub  mosque  and  the  mosque  of  king  Il-tutmus. 

It  may  be  remembered  that  the  Muslims  in  India  in  their  early 
days  generally  pulled  down  the  old  Hindu  temples  and  monu¬ 
ments  to  build  their  mosques  and  perhaps  constructed  no  new 
buildings  of  their  own  before  the  Mughals  in  India.  Even  the 
Muslim  masoleums  were  built  from  the  ruins  of  Hindu  temples 
and  monuments  in  the  vicinity. 

The  Hindu  edifices  and  sculptures  have  been  scratched  out  to 
wipe  out  even  the  traces  of  its  Hindu  period.  A  careful  obser¬ 
vation  of  each  storey  of  the  tower  leaves  no  doubt  about  its  being 
a  Hindu  construction.  The  sculptures  of  the  lower  and  the  upper 
portions  reveal  a  mountain  of  difference.  The  first  three  storeys 
have  no  traces  of  cement  or  plaster  which  is  natural  in  the  upper 
storeys. 

The  deep  study  of  Pandit  Mayarama,  a  local  school-teacher, 
emboldened  me  to  study  the  subject  in  detail.  I  was  convinced 
that  it  could  in  no  way  be  ascribed  to  Kutubuddin,  the  Slave 
king  of  Delhi. 

SHORT  REIGN 

Kutubuddin  ruled  for  four  years  only  (  1206-1210  A.  C. ).  Had 
he  built  it  during  the  reign  of  his  master  Mohammad  Ghuri, 
he  must  have  so  stated  it  as  he  does  in  the  case  of  the  Qubbat-ul- 
Islam.  Had  it  been  constructed  during  his  own  reign  the  fact 
must  have  been  recorded.  It  would  have  been  difficult,  nay 
impossible,  for  him  to  build  such  a  huge  tower  in  so  short  a  reign 
or  period  especially  when  he  was  so  new  to  the  country  of 
conquest  and  in  the  midst  of  wars  and  struggles  in  the  newly 
conquered  country. 

There  are  dates  viz.  1204  and  1256  Vikrama  Sarhvat.  They  are 
equivalent  to  1147  and  1199  A.  C.  respectively.  The-e  dates  are 
positively  anterior  to  the  days  of  Kutubuddin  Aibak’s  reign. 
These  dates  were  noted  by  Beglar  but  since  they  are  scratched 
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out  to  be  read  no  more.  And,  therefore,  it  can  be  authoritatively 
asserted  that  the  tower  is  anterior  to  the  reign  of  IKutubuddin 
Aibak. 

WHY  NAMED  KUTUB  MANAR? 

The  question  naturally  arises  as  to  why  it  is  called  the  Kutub 
Manar  if  it  is  not  associated  with  Kutubuddin  Aibak.  It  is 
possible  that  people  call  it  Kutub  Manar  in  its  abbreviated  form 
instead  of  the  Kutubuddin  Manar.  But  a  little  patience  and 
thoughtful  consideration  would  dispel  this  wrong  notion. 

The  word  Qutb1  is  of  Arabic  origin  and  means  the  iron  spindle 
or  axis  on  which  a  millstone  turns,  the  Polar  Star,  the  north  Pole, 
prince,  chief,  a  title  or  degree  of  rank  among  religious  mendicants. 
The  word  Manar  is  also  of  Arabic  origin  and  means  a  minaret, 
obelisk,  steeple,  lamp  post,  place  of  light.  Therefore,  the  word 
Qutb  Manar  would  mean  the  Central  or  the  Observatory  Tower. 

The  tower  is  at  Mehrauli.  Mehrauli  is  a  distorted  form  of 
Sanskrit  Mihiravall.  The  word  Mihira  in  Sanskrit  and  Mehar  in 
Arabic  both  mean  the  sun  or  constellation.  And  hence  the 
word  Mihiravall  would  mean  the  cluster  of  constellations  or  an 
observatory. 

Therefore,  it  can  be  safely  concluded  that  the  Manar  is  anterior 
to  Kutubuddin  Aibak  and  it  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  Slave 
king.  We  must  seek  elsewhere  the  builder  of  this  grand  tower. 
Indian  history  cannot  be  studied  in  isolation.  We  must  look 
round  and  put  all  the  cards  on  the  table  to  draw  our  conclusions. 
Beside  the  tower  there  is  a  mosque  called  the  Qubbaf-ui-Islam 
and  an  Iron  Pillar.  If  we  could  study  all  these  three  together  it 
might  help  us  immensely  to  reach  the  truth,  and  we  can  know 
who  built  this  great  tower. 

QUBBAT-UL-ISLAM 

Ibn  Batuta  (  1342  A,  C.  )  says,  “  Qubbat-ul-Islam  or  the 
mosque  of  Kutubuddin  is  grand  and  beautiful.  None  can  stand 
in  comparison  to  it.  It  was  a  Hindu  temple  before  Delhi  was 
conquered.  The  mosque  is  150  ft.  in  length  and  75  ft.  in  breadth. 
Its  court-yard  is  142  ft.  long  and  108ft.  wide”. 


■  The  Persian  Dictionary,  N.  K,  Press,  pp.  341,  447. 
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There  is  an  inscription  on  the  mosque  in  Persian.  It  reads  : 1 

“  In  hesar  (  ra  )  fatli  kard.  Wa  In  masjid-i-jame  ra  besakht. 
Ba  tarlkh  fi  ghahur  sanatan  sana  wa  samanln  baham 

sbame-latab. 

Amir  Aeifsacar  ajal  kablr  Kutubuddaulawaddln  Amir-ul- 
Omare  Aibak  SuitanI  Azazullah  ansarah.  Bist  o  haft  lat 
butkhana  ke  dar  har  butkhana  do  bar  hazar  bar  hazar 
deliwal  sarf  shuda.  But  darln  masjid  bakar  basta  shuda 
ast.  Kbodai  azzojal  bar  an  bandah  rehmat  kunad.  Har  ke 
barnijat  In  banl-i-khair  doai  Iman  goyad 

[The  fort  was  conquered  in  A.  H.2  587  (1191-92  A.  C.  or 
1113-14  Saka  Era  ).  This  Zama  mosque  was  built  by  the  great 
General  Amir  Kutubudaulavaddin,  the  best  of  Amirs,  Aibak 
Sultan.  May  God  help  his  followers.  This  mosque  was  built 
from  the  ruins  of  27  temples  each  built  at  a  cost  of  20  lakhs  deli- 
wals.  May  the  Gracious  Almighty  favour  him  who  prays  for 
this  great  builder  ]. 

The  Kutub  mosque  or  the  Qubbat-ul-Islam,  the  earliest  mosque 
built  in  India,  was  originally  a  Visnumandira,  according  to  S. 
Rangaoarya3,  reconstructed  into  a  mosque  when  Prthviraja  lost 
Dehli.  But  it  was  actually  built  with  the  materials  of  the  twenty- 
seven  temples  as  recorded  on  the  mosque. 

To  conceal  Hindu  decorations  every  part  of  the  Qutb  Manar 
was  plastered  and  purposely  ornamented  with  flowers  and  texts 
from  the  Koran  and  designs  of  various  sorts. 

27  TEMPLES 

What  can  be  these  27  temples?  Plad  they  been  ordinary 
temples  of  gods  and  goddesses  they  might  have  been  built  at 
different  costs.  But  they  were  valued  at  Rs.  20,00,000  deliwals 
each  according  to  the  then  estimate.  This  may  lead  one  to  infer 
that  they  were  not  ordinary  temples  but  systematically  built  with 
great  care.  The  figure  27  at  once  reminds  us  of  the  27  naksatras 
in  Hindu  astronomy. 

'  Page’s  Historical  Memoir  on  Qutb,  Delhi  1926,  p.  29.  and  the  facsimile 
herewith. 

The  formulae  AH.  4  622- AH.  3/100  and  AH. +  544-3.  AH/100  may  be  freely 
applied  to  convert  the  Hijari  Era  into  the  Christian  and  the  Saka  Eras  respe¬ 
ctively. 

H  Hindu  Temples  of  Delhi,  The  Statesman,  Caloutta,  Sept.  14  1958. 
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NO  SHADOW 

The  Qutb  Manar  is  inclined  to  the  south.  I  requested  the 
Archaeological  Survey  of  India  to  let  me  know  the  exact  altitude, 
latitude  and  longitude  of  the  Manar,  but  it  expressed  its  inability 
as  the  same  had  not  been  measured  by  that  department.  I  also 
requested  them  to  intimate  the  shortest  and  the  longest  shadow 
of  the  Manar  at  12  noon  during  the  year  with  dates  but  here  also 
they  expressed  their  inability  as  the  shadows  have  not  been 
measured  by  the  department. 

Pandit  Mayarama,  a  minute  observer,  tells  me  that  the  Manar 
has  no  shadow  on  June  23  when  the  day  is  the  longest  in  the 
northern  hemisphere.  Delhi’s  latitude  is  28.35  degree  north,  some 
5  degrees  noith  of  the  Tropic  of  Cancer.  Its  longitude  is  77.5  east. 
Therefore,  it  may  safely  be  assumed  that  the  Manar  has  an  incli¬ 
nation  of  five  degrees  to  the  south  as  Pandit  Mayarama  asserts. 

ZODIAC  SIGNS 

The  12  sides  of  the  tower  represent  the  twelve  zodiacs  and  the 
seven  storeys  are  symbolic  of  the  seven  heavens  above.  Formerly 
the  shadow  of  the  tower  fell  in  the  water  below,  so  that  the  move¬ 
ment  of  the  stars  could  be  clearly  discerned  in  clear  water  pool,  so 
that  the  eyes  may  not  be  dazzled  and  injured  by  the  minute  obser¬ 
vation  of  the  lights  above.  These  were  evidently  the  temples  of  27 
naksatras  beside  the  great  tower  and  they  were  pulled  down  to 
build  the  Qubbat-ul-Islam.  It  goes  to  prove  the  existence  of  an 
observatory  at  this  juncture,  alas,  now  no  more  to  advance  the 
cause  of  astronomical  studies. 

IRON  PILLAR 

Who  could  have  built  this  great  observatory  ?  The  nearby 
Iron  Pillar  can  throw  some  light  on  it.  The  Iron  Pillar  contains 
the  six  lino  inscription1  with  three  verses  in  the  Sardulavikrl- 
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dita  or  lion-thunder  metre.  The  following  conclusions  may  be 
drawn  from  its  inscription. 

1.  The  king’s  enemies  raised  the  standard  of  rebellion.  The 

king  fought  a  battle  in  Bengal.  He  defeated  them  with 
the  help  of  his  sword,  Cf.  Vahgesu,  Khadgena. 

2.  The  king  crossed  the  seven  mouths  of  the  river  Indus  and 

conquered  the  Bactrians  in  a  war. 

3.  The  south  ocean  is  still  fragrant  with  the  cool  breezes  of 

his  prowess  like  wind  ;  i.  e.  his  prowess  or  sway  extended 
to  the  South  Ocean. 

4.  He  acquired  kingdom  with  the  efforts  of  his  own  hands. 

Cf.  Svabhujarjitam. 

5.  He  enjoyed  the  kingdom  for  a  pretty  long  time  Cf. 

Suciram. 

6.  He  was  the  one  king  or  an  Emperor  on  the  earth.  Cf. 

Ekadhirdjyan  ksitau. 

7.  The  king  is  no  more  in  this  world.  Cf.  Visrjya  gam 

gatavatah. 

8.  The  Visnudhvaja  was  built  by  him  Cf.  Kirtya  sthitasya 

ksitau. 

9.  The  Visnudhvaja  was  very  tall  and  long.  Cf.  Prdmsu. 

10.  The  Visnudhvaja  was  erected  on  the  Visnupada  mount. 

Cf.  Visnupade  girau. 

11.  The  dhvaja  was  built  long  ago  but  its  record  was  inscribed 

later.  Cf.  Santasya. 

12.  The  king  was  a  devotee  of  Visnu.  Cf.  Bhavena  Visi^au 

matim  pranidhdya. 

13.  King  Candra  got  the  pillar  inscribed.  Cf.  Candrahvena. 

(  Continued  from  the  previous  page  ) 
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DIVERGENT  OPINIONS 

Divergent  opinions  1  have  been  expressed  regarding  this  Iron 
Pillar,  its  inscription,  and  its  builder  by  recognised  authorities 
on  the  subject  from  time  immemorial.  According  to  Ibn  Batuta 
the  Iron  Pillar  is  in  the  court  yard  of  the  Qubbat-ul-Ielam 
mosque  and  it  wss  built  of  seven  metals.  Thomas  Courier 
(  1615  A.  C.  )  an  English  traveller,  calls  it  a  brass  pillar.  Bishop 

Heber  (  1825  A,  C.  ),  who  visited  the  court  of  Akbar  II,  says  that 
it  is  composed  of  eight  metals.  Manuchi  (  1655  A.  C. )  says  that 
it  is  made  of  Kamsa  or  bronze. 

The  Iron  Pillar  contains  99.72  per  cant  iron  pure.  Its  counter¬ 
part  can  be  had  nowhere  in  the  world.  It  is  rustless.  Modern 
scientists  have  failed  to  find  out  its  method  of  construction,  com¬ 
position  or  process.  It  is  23  ft.  8  inches  long.  It  is  fixed  at  its 
bottom  with  pieces  of  iron  and  lead.  If  is  only  14  inches  below 
the  surface.  It  weighs  over  six  tons  or  170  mounds.  The  pillar 
is  of  iron,  pure,  unalloyed.  According  to  Manuchi  it  is  two 
Dhanusas  in  length  and  nine  cubits  in  circumference. 

LANGUAGE 

Thomas  Roe  ( 1615  A.  0. )  says  that  its  inscription  is  in  Greek. 
According  to  Manuchi  there  are  some  letters  inscribed  on  it 
which  none  can  decipher.  Some  say  that  it  is  written  in  Chinese. 
James  Prinsep2  (  1838  A.C. )  was  the  first  to  read  it  successfully. 
Its  script  is  pure  Brahml  and  the  language  is  Sanskrit.  The  Iron 
Pillar  has  been  ascribed  to  Alexander,  Candragupta  Maurya, 
Anangspala,  Candragupta  I,  Candragupta  II,  and  Candravarma  of 
Pokharan.  The  respective  claims  of  the  different  kings  above  are 
put  forth  below  for  the  consideration  of  the  scholarly  world. 

ALEXANDER 

Thomas  Courier  says  that  Alexander  established  this  pillar  as 
a  memorial  to  his  victory  over  Poros  in  the  battle  field.  Thomas 
Roe  also  holds  the  same  opinion  and  says  that  Delhi  was  the 
capital  of  Poros. 

1  Facts  and  Fancies  about  the  Iron  Pillar  of  old  Delhi,  by  Vogel,  Journal  of 
Panjab  Historical  Society,  Lahore,  Vol.  IX.  pp.  71-91. 

8  Journal  of  the  Asiatic  Society  of  Bengal,  Vol.  VII.  (  1838  )  p.  629. 

32  l  Annals,  B.  O.  R.  I.  ] 
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Bishop  Heber  says  that  it  is  of  circa  1000  A.  0.  when  the 
Muslims  conquered  Delhi.  Syed  Ahmad  in  Alar-ul-Sanadid 
(  1847  A.  0. )  says  that  Rai  Pithora  (  Prthviraja  )  fixed  it  on  the 
forehead  of  serpent  VasukI  to  last  his  kingdom  for  eternity. 

General  Cunningham  attributes  it  to  Bilhanadeva  or  Anahga- 

pala,  founder  of  Tomara  dynasty.  Since  the  king  did  not  believe 

that  it  was  firmly  fixed  on  the  forehead  of  VasukI,  it  was  taken 

out  and  refixed  ;  but  it  remained  loose  and  hence  the  town  was 

called  Dhilll,  Dhilika,  Dhill  or  Delhi.’ 

♦  ♦  • 

DHAVA 

According  to  James  Prinsep  the  Iron  Pillar  was  established  by 
a  king  for  Visnu  as  a  memorial  of  victory.  It  is  of  the  third- 
1  fourth  century  A.  C.  The  king’s  name  is  Dbava.  Bbau  Daji1 2 
read  Candra  as  the  king’s  name  and  attributed  it  to  the  fifth  cen¬ 
tury  A.  C. 

CANDRAGUPTA  MAURYA 

John  Allen3  gave  a  detailed  description  of  the  Iron  Pillar. 
This  Candra,  according  to  him,  cannot  be  identified  with  Candra- 
gupta  and  it  can  have  no  connection  with  any  king  of  the  Gupta 
dynasty.  Its  palaeography  proves  its  hoary  antiquity.  He  sur¬ 
mised  that  it  may  be  Candragupta  Maurya.  But  palaeography 
stands  in  its  way  of  having  any  thing  to  do  with  the  Maurya 
dynasty. 

CANDRAVARMA  OF  POKHARAN 

/ 

Makamahopadhyaya  Dr.  Haraprasad  Sastrl4  attributes  it  to 
Maharaja  Candravarma,  son  of  Maharaja  Sirhhavarma  of  Puska- 
rana  in  Marwar.  An  inscription  of  king  Candravarma  was  found 
on  mount  Susaniya  in  Bankura  district  of  Bengal.  Here  Candra- 
varma  dedicated  a  cakra  (  =  disc  )  to  the  temple  of  Cakrasvaml. 
There  is  an  inscription  of  Naravarma  from  Mandsora5 6  and  this 


1  The  foot  leg  of  a  door  is  called  Dehali  in  Hindi.  Delhi  is  possibly  the 
foot  log  to  enter  the  Hindustan  proper  and  hence  it  was  called  Delhi.  Baghdad 
was  once  considered  the  gateway  to  India.  Hiuen  Tsang  starts  his  description 
of  India  from  Kabul. 

2  Journal  of  the  Bombay  Branch  Royal  Asiatic  Society,  Vol.  X.  (  1875  ) 

p.  63. 

t  3  A  Catalogue  of  the  Coins  of  the  Gupta  Dynasty  and  the  Gauda  King 
Sasanka,  1914,  introduction. 

1  Proceedings  of  Asiatic  Sooiety  of  Bengal,  1905,  p.  177. 

6  Epigraphia  Indica,  XII.  317. 
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Naravarma  was  perhaps  the  elder  brother  of  Candravarma  and 
hanca,  according  to  the  Sastrl,  the  Iron  Pillar  of  Delhi  should  be 
ascribed  to  king  Candra-Candravarma  of  the  Susunia  inscription 
who  extended  his  sway  up  to  Bengal. 

The  Susania  inscription  refers  to  a  king  Candra  of  Puskarana 
in  Western  India,  His  family  title  was  Varma.  He  bestowed  a 
diso  of  Visnu  in  Bengal  The  Mehrauli  Iron  Pillar  is  also  a 
banner  of  Visnu  referred  to  in  it.  The  Iron  Pillar  refers  to  the 
king’s  conquest  of  Bengal.  And,  therefore,  the  Candra  of  Meha- 

raull  and  Candravarma  of  Susania  are  the  one  and  the  same  king, 

/ 

the  Sastrl  argued.  V.  A,  Smith1  concurred  with  this  view  of 
Sastrljl. 

Brajagopala  Bhattacaryaa  criticised  this  theory.  Candra¬ 
varma  and  his  descendants  ruled  over  a  very  minor  territory. 
They  were  the  vassals  of  the  Gupta  Emperors  as  is  proved  by 
other  inscriptions.  It  is  hardly  possible  that  such  a  minor  king 
would  instal  such  a  prominent  pillar  and  would  describe  himself 
and  his  predecessors  as  Emperors. 

ORIGINAL  PLACE 

The  word  Visnupada  misled  V.  A.  Smith  and  he  surmised  that 
the  Iron  Pillar  is  not  in  situ.  It  was  brought  over  here  from 
elsewhere  possibly  from  Mathura  as  the  Katara  Kesavadsva’s 
temple  there  is  the  Visnupadagiri.  B.  Bhattacarya  holds  its 
original  place  to  be  Bactria.  Vogel  holds  that  it  reached  Delhi 
from  Gaya  in  Magadha  and  a  Tornara  king  was  responsible  for 
its  erection  at  its  present  site.  Vogel  thinks  it  to  be  a  victory 
pillar  referred  to  by  Kalidasa. 

Some  hold  that  this  Iron  Pillar  formerly  stood  in  front  of  a 
Visnu  temple.  According  to  Smith  formerly  there  was  an  idol  of 
Visnu  over  the  Iron  Pillar  but  Vogel  holds  that  it  had  a  Garuda 
symbol  over  it.  J.  F.  Fleet  rightly  holds  that  it  is  in  situ.  The 
Iron  Pillar  remained  in  tact  during  the  course  of  several  ir.cursions 
in  the  past  as  it  was  in  the  midst  of  temples  during  the  days  of 
the  Hindu  rulers  and  in  the  court-yard  of  a  mosque  during 

1 

the  Muslim  rule. 

1  V.  A.  Smith’s  Early  History  of  India,  1914,  p.  290  note  1. 

8  The  Indian  Review,  1914  p.  190. 
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There  is  no  cut  mark  on  the  top  to  suppose  the  existence  of  the 
alleged  Visnu  or  Garuda  image  over  it.  Besides,  it  is  of  the  same 
shape  at  the  top  as  at  the  bottom.  It  may  be  remembered  that 
there  are  only  mounds  near  Mathura  and  no  hills.  Besides, 
Mathura  is  the  cradle  of  Krsna  and  not  of  Visnu. 

GUPIA  DYNASTY 

The  Gupta  kings  e.  g.  Samudragupta,  Skandagupt3,  Purugupta 
etc.  call  themselves  Samudra,  Skanda  and  Puru  on  tbeir  coins  for 
the  sake  of  brevity.  Besides,  Candra  can  be  easily  the  abridged 
form  of  Candragupta  as  we  have  Bhltna  for  B’nlmasena  and  Rama 
for  Ramabhadra.  This  would  be  clear  all  the  more  if  we  compare 
the  style  of  the  Iron  Pillar  record1  with  the  style  of  the  coins. 
The  Gupta  Era  or  the  Gupta  dynasty  is  nowhere  mentioned  in  it 
and  so  it  has  been  difficult  to  ascertain  this  king  Candra  exactly. 
This  led  the  Indologists  to  express  their  conflicting  opinions  and 
ascribe  it  to  different  kings  of  their  choice. 

CANDRAGUPTA  I 

The  Iron  Pillar  Inscription  was  last  edited  by  John  Faithful 
Fleet2  in  1888  A.  C.  and  he  identified  Candra  with  Candragupta  I 
of  the  Gupta  dynasty.  He  read  Bhdvena  instead  of  Dhavena  and 
translated  it  ‘  with  confidence,  faith  or  sentiments  ’.  He  surmised 
that  Bhava  was  another  name  of  Candragupta  I.  According  t® 
Smith  it  is  evident  from  the  conquests  of  Samudragupta  that  the 
territory  of  Candragupta  I  was  very  limited  and  he  could  not 
have  ruled  over  Vahga  and  beyond  the  Indus. 

CANDRAGUPTA  II 

Vincent  Arthur  Smith3  and  Hoernele4  attribute  the  Iron 
Pillar  to  Candragupta  II  of  circa  400  A.  C.  The  consensus  of 

1  Cf.  ^1^4  MFU3R  nisqcRJ?  of  the  Iron  inscription 

with  the  legends  on  coins. 

fRRRHf  II 

1  Corpus  Inscriptionum  Indicarum,  Vol.  Ill, 

*  Journal  Royal  Asiatic  Sooiety,  1879,  p.  1. 

4  Indian  Antiquary,  1872,  p.  43. 
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modern  historians  favours  this  view.  King  Candragupta  II  styles 
himself  a  Bh§gavata  on  his  coins  and  his  coins  bearing  the 
Garuda  symbols  are  also  available.  In  this  Iron  Pillar  also  be 
calls  himself  a  devotee  of  Visnu.  But  did  Candragupta  II  possess 
the  high  attributes  of  the  record  on  the  Pillar  inscription?  He 
lacks  those  qualities.  Candragupta  II  was  the  son  and  successor 
of  Samudragupta. 

According  to  the  Iron  Pillar  record,  the  great  builder  of  the 
Visnudhvaja,  the  observatory,  is  no  more  in  this  world.  And  so 
this  is  the  posthumous  inscription  of  the  king  and  it  seems  to  have 
been  recorded  by  the  king’s  son  and  successor,  Candragupta  II. 
Let  us  hunt  the  records  of  the  entire  Indian  history  and  see  who 
can  come  to  the  high  expectations  of  the  different  attributes 
spoken  in  the  Iron  record. 

CONQUEST  OF  BENGAL 

Kalidasa  (  232  B.  C.  ),  the  author  of  the  three  Kavyas,  descri¬ 
bes  really  the  conquests  of  Samudragupta  under  the  guise  of 
Raghu’s  conquest  in  the  fourth  canto  of  the  Raghuvarhsa.  Accord¬ 
ing  to  the  Allahabad  pillar  inscription  and  the  Raghuvarhsa1 
he  directed  his  forces  first  to  the  east.  The  conquest  was  the  aim, 
the  enemy  rebellion  was  only  a  pretext. 

CONQUEST  OF  BACTRIA 

According  to  the  Raghuvarhsa  the  king  followed  the  land  route 
to  conquer  the  Persians.  The  lotus  faces  of  the  liquor-drunk  red 
cheek  Yavana  women  became  pale  due  to  his  attack.  The  cava¬ 
liers  of  the  west  fought  ferociously  in  vain  with  the  king.  The 
kiog’s  troops  withered  their  fatigue  on  the  bank  of  the  Indus  river. 
Even  the  king  of  Kamboja  could  not  withstand  him. 

According  to  the  Allahabad  pillar  record  the  king’s  calm  fame, 
due  to  his  re-instating  many  a  fallen  dynasties,  had  penetrated 
amongst  the  Yavanas.  The  Dovaputra,  Shahl,  Saka,  Muranda,  and 
the  residents  of  Ceylon  and  other  islands  presented  themselves  to 
the  king.  They  brought  girls  as  presents.  They  besought  his 

Pf^H  11  iv.  36 

*r:  I  IV.  57. 
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letter  of  command  under  the  seal  of  Garuda  for  the  administration 
of  their  territories  and  for  freedom. 

CONQUEST  OF  SOUTH 

The  Pandya  king,  according  to  Kalidasa,  handed  over  all  his 
pearls  collected  from  the  confluence  of  river  TamraparnI  with  the 
ocean  as  if  he  parted  with  all  his  fame.  The  Allahabad  Pillar 
says  that  Samudragupta  conquered  king  Mahendra  of  Kosala, 
Vyaghraraja  of  Mahakantara  or  the  great  forest,  Mantraraja  of 
Kosala  south,  Mahendra  of  Plthapura/Svamidatta  of  Mt.  Kottur, 
Damana  of  Erandapalla,  Visnugopa  of  KancI,  Nllaraja  of  Avamu- 
kta,  Hastivarma  of  Vengi,  Ugrasena  of  Palavaka,  Kuvera  of 
Devarastra  or  Maharastra,  Dbanahjaya  of  Kusthalapura  and  many 
other  kings  of  south  India  and  re-instated  them. 

OCCUPATION  OF  THRONE 

According  to  the  Prasasti  his  kinsmen  looked  at  him  with 
jealousy  and  so  their  faces  became  pale.  The  courtiers  were  full  of 
joy.  His  father’s  hairs  stood  erect  and  he  embraced  his  son  sayiDg 
“  You  are  really  the  best  Arya  ”.  He  expressed  the  sentiments  of 
his  head  and  heart.  He  looked  all  round,  with  his  discerning  eye, 
full  of  tears  and  afcer  recognising  the  truth,  he  exclaimed  ‘‘You 
rule  the  earth  ”.1 

It  shows  that  Samudragupta  ousted  his  elder  brothers.  He 
came  to  the  throne  by  the  dint  of  his  own  force  and  prowess.  He 
had  fought  several  battles.  The  prowess  of  arms  was  his  lonely 
friend.  His  body,  pierced,  bearing  hundreds  of  wound-marks  by 
axe,  arrow,  sahku,  sakti,  prasa,  sword,  tomara,  bhindipala,  naraca 
and  vaitalika  etc.,  looked  so  beautilul. 

LONG  REIGN 

According  to  the  historians,  Candragupta  I,  Samudragupta  and 
Candragopta  II  ruled  for  7,  51  and  35  years  respectively.  The 
reigns  of  7  and  35  years  cannot  be  said  to  be  a  long  reign. 

1  3*i m  i 

?Tr7%UTI  | 


1  Unudhvaja 


255 


(  Cf.  Suciram  )  in  comparison  to  a  reign  extending  over  51  years. 
And,  therefore,  it  would  be  appropriate  to  call  a  period  of  51 
years  only  as  a  long  reign. 

WIDE  FAME 

The  empire  of  Maharajadhiraja  Samudragupta  was  well  known 
in  the  world  due  to  his  religious  conquests  and  prosperity  both 
spiritual  and  material  in  the  country.  His  wonderful  and 
generous  achievements  have  long  been  remembered  with  thanks 
and  gratitude.  He  vanquished  many  kings  of  Aryavarta  to 
extend  his  territories  and  enslaved  all  forest  chiefs.  But  he  did 
not  crush  them.  H6  brought  them  prosperity. 

1  he  king  is  dead  ;  yet  he  lives  in  fame,  Cf.  Krrtiryasya  sa 
jlvati.  What  could  have  been  this  larli  or  krti  but  a  noble  gift  to 
the  posterity  for  eternity. 

SPLENDID  ACHIEVEMENT 

The  king  has  already  completed  his  actions  but  could  find  no 
time  to  record  the  same.  The  inscription  on  the  cylinder  refers 
to  the  Visnudhvaja  rather  than  to  the  cylinder  itself.  The  word 
ayam 1  in  the  Sanskrit  inscription  is  rather  conclusive.  The  prac¬ 
tice  of  putting  a  tablet  for  a  well,  tank  or  a  monument  is  still 
common  and  the  word  refers  to  the  nearby  memorial. 

Besides,  the  cylinder  itself  cannot  be  the  Visnudhvaja  as  a 
tablet  on  a  well,  refers  to  the  well  and  not  to  the  tablet  itself. 
The  Iron  Pillar  refers  to  the  Visnudhvaja.  It  is  just  in  the  front 
of  the  Great  Tower-Qutb  Manar’s  gate.  While  standing  to  read 
the  iron  record  one  faceB  the  gate  of  the  Great  Tower.  The 
Emperor’s  achievements  were  splendid.  Cf.  Yasya  pratdpo  mahan. 
The  word  Visnu  means1 2 3  the  sun,  and  the  dhvaja  stands  for  a 

1  11 

Quoted  by  Vacaspatya. 

3  iWy  sqisfiFI  DWT:  I 

Cf.  (  a  )  IS 

Mahabharata  I.  65.  16. 

(  b )  dwTi:  <T3;mqi^RT  gi%r  qpsHfi:  11 

Ramayapa  VI.  24.  10 
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banner  or  tower.  And  so  the  word  V:snudhvaja  would  mean  the 
Sun's  observatory  tower.  It  would  be  a  wild  goose  chase  to  seek 
elsewhere  the  Visnudhvaja  recorded  herein  when  it  could  be 
easily  located  in  the  vicinity. 

TALL  TOWER 

The  Iron  Pillar  is  hardly  24  ft.  long.  The  word  Prafnsu  very 
tall  or  long  cannot  be  used  for  such  a  tiny  tablet.  The  Pramsu- 
dhvaja-tall  tower  must  refer  to  a  different  tower.  The  nearby 
Qutb  Manar-Visnudhvaja  is  over  234  ft.  high.  It  was  necessary 
to  have  an  appropriate  tablet  in  proportion  to  the  huge  size  of  the 
tall  tower. 

VISNUPADA 

The  Qutb  Manar  area  is  surrounded  with  mountains  and  hills 
all  along.  The  writer1  has  shown  the  three  steps  of  the  sun  in  a 
line  at  Gaya,  Vipasa  (  Bias  river)  bank  near  Gurudaepur  in  the 
Kangra  valley  and  in  Baotria  respectively.  This  Visnupada  is  in 
the  midst  of  the  hills  and  in  the  line  of  the  three  steps  of  the  sun. 

POSTHUMOUS  INSCRIPTION 

A  cursory  glance  at  the  iron  record  would  convince  even  a 
layman  that  the  inscription  refers  to  two  persons.  The  one  is  an 
Emperor  Samrat  now  no  more  in  this  world.  He  lives  only  in 
fame.  The  other  is  a  king -bhumipati.  He  is  a  devotee  of  Visnu. 
His  face  resembles  the  beauty  of  the  full  moon.  So  it  is  evident 
that  the  king  was  In  the  prime  of  his  youth.  The  face  of  an  old 
dead  king  would  not  be  compared  to  that  of  the  full  mocn.  The 
last  three  lines  of  the  three  stanza-record  would,  therefore,  refer 
to  the  new  king  Candragupta  II  who  got  the  tablet  inscribed. 

Samudragupta  had  completed  this  great  tower  with  its  obser¬ 
vatory.  It  was  necessary  to  record  its  great  builder.  The  son 
and  successor  wanted  just  to  insert  his  own  name  cleverly  and 
that  he  did  successfully.  After  the  death  of  Emperor  Samudra¬ 
gupta,  king  Candra,  =  Candrgupta  II  got  it  inscribed  as  a  posthu¬ 
mous  inscription. 

King  Candragupta  II  was  a  devotee  of  Visnu.  He  is  a  Parama 
Bhagavata.  His  coins  and  inscriptions  also  prove  it. 

*  See  Prah-Maurya  Bihar,  Bihar  RSstra  Bbasa  Parisad,  Patna,  1954 
p.  130. 
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SAMUDRAGUPTA 

Samudragupta1  is  a  towering  personality  in  Indian  history. 
None  else  can  stand  in  comparison  to  him.  His  sway  extended 
from  Burma  to  Bactria,  and  from  the  South  Ocean  to  the  Trans- 
Himalayas.  He  was  a  younger  contemporary  of  Alexander. 
When  Thomas  Courrier  ascribed  the  Iron  Pillar  to  Alexander,  he 
erred  on  his  own  side  and  instead  of  ascribing  the  Iron  Pillar  to 
the  Alexander  of  the  east,  he  attributed  it  to  the  Alexander  of  the 
west.  It  shows  that  the  pillar  is  almost  contemporaneous  with 
Alexander. 

Samudragupta  was  born  in  circa  245  B.  C.  He  met  Alexander 
in  his  teens.  He  came  to  the  throne  in  B.  C,  320.  He 
started  on  his  conquesc  of  directions  in  312  B.  C.  He  married 
Helena,  the  daughter  of  Seleucus,  in  305  B.  C.  Seleucus  sent  his 
ambassador  Megasfchenese  to  the  court  of  Samudragupta  in 
B.  C  302.  He  started  the  construction  of  the  Visnudhvaja  in 
B.  C.  280.  And  he  passed  away  from  the  mundane  world  in 
B.  C.  269  after  a  long  reign  extending  over  51  years.  His  Krsnci- 
caritam,  a  fine  lyric,  is  well  known.  Thus  he  surpassed  Akbar, 
Aurangzeb,  Nspolean,  Hitler  and  all  during  the  historical  period 
n  the  greatness  and  vastness  of  his  empire,  learning  and  bravery. 

OBSERVATORY 

Gaya,  Mehrauli  and  Firoz  Koh  in  Bactria  all  the  three  seem 
to  be  in  a  line.  The  Manar-i-Jam,  built  of  bricks,  has  an  inscrip¬ 
tion  at  its  top  instead  of  at  the  bottom  against  the  usual  practice, 
to  ascribe  it  to  Gyasuldin  Ghurl.  The  full  details  of  the  Manar- 
i-Jam  are  not  available.  In  absence  of  the  details  it  cannot  be 
ascertained  who  really  built  the  Manar-i-Jam.  The  capital  of 
Samudragupta'  was  Pataliputra  and  he  bailed  from  Magadha, 
People  and  kings  from  time  immemorial  ]nok  towards  Delhi 
with  awe  and  reverence.  Sher  Shah,  another  king  from  Bihar, 
was  crowned  iu  Delhi  and  he  built  the  Small  Rohiasgarh  in  the 
north-west  of  India.  It  was  built  of  bricks  like  the  Manar-i-Jam. 
Is  it  probable'that  Samudragupta  built  the  three  victory  towers 

1  Indian  Chronology  6701,  B.  C.  to  1958  A.  C. ,  by  Dr.  D.  S.  Triveda, 
Bharatiya  Vidya  Bhavan,  Bombay,  1959. 

33  1  Annals,  B.  O.  R.  I.  ] 
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at  Gaya,  Mehrauli  and  in  Afghanistan.  They  were  possibly- 
pulled  down  and  converted  to  suit  the  local  fancy  of  the  ruling 
power.  Of  course,  there  is  no  trace  or  record  of  any  at  Gaya. 

Thus  we  find  that  there  is  one  and  only  one  king  in  the  name 
of  Samudragupta  wtio  fulfils  all  the  attributes1  of  the  great 
emperor  described  in  the  Iron  Pillar  inscription.  His  exploits 
described  herein  are  also  supported  by  other  extant  evidences. 

SATYAMEVA  JAYATE 

To  ascribe  the  Qatb  Manar  to  a  king  of  the  Hindu  period 
may  be  an  act  of  patriotism  ;  but  it  is  no  truth,  it  is  no  honesty, 
a  critic  avers.  It  is  hardly  desirable  to  change  the  course  of 
history  to  gain  a  bit  of  patriotism,  he  adds. 

Indian  history  has  been  distorted  and  many  a  truth  sacrificed 
in  it.  I  would  urge  the  scholars  to  search  the  truth  and  accept 
nothing  but  the  truth,  unalloyed,  unpolished.  It  is  strange  that 
Indian  scholars  have  yet  no  guts  either  to  accept  or  reject  a 
theory  even  though  based  on  solid  facts  and  sound  reasons. 
Many  of  them  suffer  from  inferiority  complex.  But  I  am  sure 
truth  triumphs  in  the  end,  Satyam&va  jayate. 

MINUTE  OBSERVERS 

The  writer  visited  the  Qutb  in  1955  in  the  company  of  Sri 
Brajakrsna  Candivala,2  Convenor,  Bharata  Ssvaka  Samaja,  Delhi, 
Sri  Sesagiri  Rao,  an  M.  P. ,  and  an  engineer.  They  were  all 
impressed  with  the  explanations  advanced  in  support  of  the  new 
theory.  They  opined  that  although  it  could  not  be  regarded  an 
observatory  in  the  modern  sense  of  the  term  it  could  be  easily 
converted  into  a  modern  one  with  certain  additions  and  modi¬ 
fications. 

CONCLUSION 

Thus  after  taking  all  the  pros  and  cone  of  the  question  and  a 
thorough  study  of  the  inscriptions  on  the  Iron  Pillar,  Qubhat-ul- 
Islarn  and  the  Qutb  Manar  it  can  be  concluded  that  the  Pramsu 
(  =  tall )  Visnu  (  =sun  )  dhva.ja  (  =  tower  )  was  built  by  Emperor 


1  Nagari  Pracarini  Patrika,  Vol.  62.  203-211.  Visi>udhvaja.  by  D.S.T. 

2  Dilli  ki  Khoja,  Publications  Division,  Delhi,  1958. 
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Samudragupta  whoEe  son  and  successor  Candragupta  II  got  the 
Iron  Pillar  Tablet  inscribed  in  268  P.  C.  immediately  after  his 
succession  to  the  throne.  The  Iron  Pillar  is  a  posthumous  tablet 
of  the  Visnudhvaja,  the  Qutb  Manar,  with  its  27  temples  which 
were  pulled  down  by  Kutubuddin  Aibak,  the  Slave  king,  to  build 
his  mosque  as  there  was  a  belief  current  that  no  Islam  rule  would 
be  stable  in  India  so  long  as  these  temples  were  there. 

I  discussed  the  thesis  with  some  scholars.  They  stressed  the 
need  of  excavations  at  the  site  to  explore  the  traces  of  at  least  a 
few  temples  there.  Would  the  Archaeological  Survey  of  India 
kindly  eee  to  it. 

The  copyright  of  the  five  photos  Qutb  Manar,  Iron  Pillar,  Kutub 
Mosque  and  the  Inscriptions  on  the  Mosque  and  the  Pillar, -vests 
wich  the  Archaeological  survey  of  India.  The  tanoe,  supplied  on 
payment,  ara  reproduced  with  permission  vide  the  letter  1198  No.  of 
28.10.58. 

The  author  has  an  open  mind.  Ha  is  open  to  corrections.  He 
would  be  glad  to  be  put  on  th©  right  path.  Will  the  scholars 
come  forward  with  their  criticisms,  and  judgment  ?  Tamaso  ma 
JyoiJr  yamaya 

I  requested  in  vain  Dr.  S.  Radhakrishnan,  Vice-President  of 
India,  Dr.  Zakir  Hussain,  Bihar  Governor,  and  Professor  Humayun 
Kafcir  Union  Minister  for  Scientific  Reserch  and  Cultural  a  Affaire, 
to  go  through  the  paper  to  add  their  foreword,  preface,  introduc¬ 
tion  or  comments. 

PROFESSOR  HABIB 

Professor  Mohammad  Habib,  Aligarh  University,  advised  me  in 
his  letter  to  request  some  one  who  is  both  an  astronomer  and  a 
Sanskrit ist  to  prove  that  the  Qutb  Manar  was  built  by  Samudra- 
gu  pfca  in  280  B.  C. 

“  Persian  books,  like  the  TAJUL  MA-ASIR  written  in  the  time 
of  Shamsuddia  Utuimish  (  1211-36  )  sav  that  he  build  the  Qutb 
Minar.  (  2  )  Inscriptions  on  the  Minar  aie  to  the  same  effect.  (  3  ) 
There  is  sn  unfinished  Minar  in  the  neighbourhood,  which  Amir 
Khusru  attributes  to  Allauddin  Khalji. 
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Further,  present  day  Sanskrit  scholars  put  Asoka  and  not 
Saraudragupta  in  280  B.C.  They  also  say  that  the  classical  period 
of  Hindu  Mathematics  developed  during  the  age  of  the  Guptas. 
Trigonometry  was  invented. 

“  What  was  the  nature  of  Indian  astronomical,  knowledge  in 
280  B.C-  ?  What  sort  of  observatories  did  they  build  then  ?  Has 
any  observatory  of  280  B.C.  survived  ?  In  what  way  could  the 
Quih  Minar  be  used  as  an  observatory?  What  were  the  obser¬ 
vatory  instruments  of  those  d-.yu  and  how  were  they  put  in  the 
building  ?  Have  any  of  their  instruments  or  their  features  or 
their  descriptions  survived  ? 

“I  must  confess  that  I  do  not  know  the  answer  to  these  questions 
which  are  vital  to  the  whcle  problem,  also  that  if  i.n  answer  was 
given  I  would  not  be  able  to  say  whether  it  was  right  or  wrong. 

“  Also,  the  Archaeological  department  rnay  have  a  say  in  the 
matter.  The  rock  on  which  the  Minar  was  built  is  giving  way 
and  the  small  cracks  in  He  enormous  building  are  becoming 
larger.  It  has  lasted  for  800  years.  It  could  not  have  lasted  for 
over  2,000  years.  Nobody  will  believe  you  unless  very  convincing 
evidence  is  produced  to  upset  an  accepted  fact  ”. 

I  am  glad  the  learned  professor  has  bean  pleased  to  send  his 
general  criticisms  on  the  subject.  I  am  sure  trie  historian  might 
have  concluded  otherwise  after  studying  the  facts  and  arguments 
advanced.  I  regret  the  Secretary,  Post-Graduate  Studies,  Calcutta 
Uni  ersity,  retused  to  enter  into  any  discussion  simply  because  I 
differ  from  others  c-n  the  very  fundamentals  of  history. 

CRITICISM  REPLIED 

The  Taj-ul-Maasir  (  Crown  of  Exploits  or  Legacies  )  of  Hasan 
Nizami  is  an  exceedirglv  poor  historical  record.  The  abstracts 
given  by  Sir  H.  M.  Elliot  and  Professor  John  Dowson,  London, 
1869,  Vol.  II  and  H.  S.  Hodivala  do  not  mention  the  Qutb  Manar 
at  all.  The  only  microfilmed  copy  available  to  me  in  Khuda  Bux 
Oriental  Library,  Pain  1,  is  so  faint  and  rather  indecipherable. 
The  Aligarh  University,  I  understand,  is  bringing  out  a  Hindi 
translation  of  the  same  from  the  original.  I  shall  be  glad  to  consider 
any  texts  in  original  wbic.r  record  the  building  rf  the  Qutb  Manar 
by  Kutubuddin  Aibak. 
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Regarding  the  fortress  at  Delhi  it  says  that  in  height  and 
strength  it  had  not  its  equal  or  second  through  out  the  length  and 
breath  of  seven  climes.  It  also  savs  that  Kutubuddin  built  the 
Jami  Masjid  at  Delhi  and  adorned  it  with  the  stones  and  gold 
obtained  from  the  temples  which  had  been  demolished  by  the 
elephants. 

The  Archaeological  Survey  did  not  favour  me  with  the  facsimile 
or  transcription  of  the  alleged  Persian  record  on  the  Manar  even 
though  requested. 

According  to  the  chronology  accepted  by  some  modern  histo¬ 
rians  it  was  Bindusara  and  not  Asoka  in  280  B.  C.  as  the  professor 
puts  in.  The  writer  has  shown  in  his  INDIAN  CHRONOLOGY 
6701  B.  C.  to  1958  A.  C.  that  A6oka  came  to  the  throne  in  1471 
B.  C.  and  Samudragupta  started  ruling  in  320  B.  C. 

I  confess  I  am  not  an  astronomer  and  so  I  must  leave  it  to 
great  astronomers  to  come  to  rescue  or  prove  me  otherwise.  The 
several  questions  posed  by  the  historian  regarding  astronomy  must 
form  the  subject  of  a  separate  thesis. 

The  sheet  anchor  of  Indian  history,  Alexander  -Sandraccttus 
synchronism,  suggested  by  William  Jones,  and  pitch-forked  by 
V.  A.  Smith,  has  become  deep  rooted  in  the  heart  and  mind  of  the 
present  generation.  Would  they  see  to  reason  ? 

The  professor  gives  no  reason  why  it  could  not  have  lasted  for 
over  2,000  years. 
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VJSNUDHVAJA— REVIEW  ' 

By 

D.  S.  Triveda 

Professor  Mohammad  Habib,  Aligarh  University,  writes 
(  9-4-61  >:  “I  have  read  it  (A.  B.  O.  B.  I  ,  XL,  pp.  241-61  ) 
carefully.  Your  argument,  I  am  afraid,  suffers  from  some  vital 
defects. 

(1  )  The  Persian  books  and  inscriptions  to  prove  that  the  tower 
(  Minar  )  was  built  by  Shamsuddin  Iltutmish  are  concrete  and 
decisive  Pc  has  nothing  to  do  with  Qufcbuddin  Aibak.  In  Amir 
Khusru’s  work,  the  Khazainul  Fuieh ,  tie  tower  is  referred  to  as 
the  Minar  and  the  whole  place  is  referred  to  as  the  Majid-i-jama- 
i-Hazrr  t  (  the  mosque  of  the  revered  capital).  But  there  is  no 
place  in  th9  premises  where  a  Muslim  congregation  could  form 
its  rows  for  prayers — and  no  prayers  were  ever  said  there. 

QUTBUDDIN  AIBAK 

(  2  )  Qutbuddin  Aibak  has  rotbirg  to  do  with  the  tower  He 
has  put  his  inscription  on  a  temple  declaring  it  to  be  a  mosque. 
But  the  building  is  a  temple  and  has  always  been  a  temple.  The 
pillars  are  not  in  a  straight  line,  and  the  Muslims  could  no.;  have 
prayed  there  in  a  row.  Besides,  the  temple  has  a  door  on  the 
western  side  leading  to  a  staircase  and  such  a  door  is  not 
permitted  in  a  mosque.  No  Muslim  is  responsible  for  what 
kings  and  governing  classes  have  done,  but  it  is  not  permitted 
by  the  Muslim  Shariat  to  convert  a  temple  into  a  mosque  or  to 
pray  to  the  Lord  of  Mankind  (  Rabbul  Alamin )  in  such  an  edifice. 
The  terms  Quwwatul  Islam  mosque  and  Qutb  Minar  to  which 
you  refer  were  not  known  to  medieval  Delhi,  Sir  Syed  in  his 
Alar-ul-Sanadid  admits  that  the  old  terms  are  simply  the 
Minar  and  the  Masj  d-i-Jarai  Hazrafc,  but  confesses  that  he  is 
unable  to  find  when  the  terms  Qutb  Minar  and  MasjicH-Quw 
w&fcml  Elam  Carrie  into  use, 
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(  3  )  Delhi  was  made  the  capital  of  India  by  Shamsuddin 
Iltutmish  in  1213.  This  is  definitely  stated  by  a  historian,  Rami, 
who  collected  tba  materials  for  his  history  in  the  reign  of 
Mohammad~bin-Tughlaq. 

(  4  )  The  pdlars  of  Anahgapala  are  a  part  of  the  temple,  It 
has  nothirg  to  do  with  the  tower. 

FANATIC  KINGS 

( 5  )  I  do  not  deny  that  the  Muslim  kings  and  rulers  have  been 
gulity  of  a  lot  of  temple  destruction,  also  Hindu  rajas  have  always 
respected  Muslim  mosques  and  their  tolerant  attitude  is  a 
distinct!  (to  me)  a  painful  contract  Still  there  seems  no  reason 
for  doubting  Amir  Khusia’s  statement  that  only  the  stones  of 
temples  lying  in  ruins  were  used  for  constructing  the  Minar. 

(  6  )  The  word  Qutb  Minar  in  Arabic  cannot  mean  an  Observa¬ 
tory  Tower. 

(  7  )  It  is  not  correct  to  say  that  the  tower  c^sts  no  shadow  on 
June  23.  This  would  only  happen  if  the  tower  was  on  the 
equator.  A  vertical  rod  will  crct  seme  shadow  at  Delhi  all 
through  the  year. 

(  8  )  I  have  seen  the  two  Ghazni  Minars.  Thty  are  not  up  to 
mark.  But  they  stand  erect  by  themselves  and  are  not  parts  of  a 
mosque.  The  Muslims  followed  the  Romans  in  building  domes 
and  towers  merely  as  commemorative  structures. 

(  9  )  You  say  you  have  an  opeu  mind  and  yet  you  quote 
Beglar,  apparently  with  agreement,  to  the  efface  that  the  Hindus 
alone  were  so  effiicRnt  in  geometrical  designs  to  build  such  a 
long  and  grand  tower.  If  you  have  such  a  priori  'daa,  discussion 
aud,  study  is  useless, 

PREACHING  HINDU  ORIGIN 

You  should  presoh  the  Hit-du  origin  of  the  Qutb  Minar  as  an 
article  of  faith,  It  can  only  stand  on  that  basi?. 

(  10 )  I  am  afraid  that  the  historians  of  India  who  are 
acquainted  with  Fenian  and  Arabic  will  never  admit  that  the 
Minar  of  Delhi  was  built  by  anyone  but  Shan  Suddin  Iltutmish, 

I  am  even  more  afraid  that  the  dates  you  give  to  A^oka 
( circa  1471  B,  C,  )  and  to  Samudragupta  (  circa  320  B.  0.,  ) 
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will  not  be  accepted  by  Sanektit  scholars  and  Indologists.  But 
I  have  no  authority  to  speak  on  their  behalf. 

( 11 )  Your  formulae  for  the  conversion  of  Hijri  into  Christian 
Era  will  not  work. 

(  12  )  Firoz  Koh  is  not  in  Bactria,  also  it  was  constructed 
in  the  early  XI  Century  by  the  ancestors  of  Shahabuddin  Ghuri. 
It  was  built  slowly  as  their  resources  were  meagre. 

(  13  )  All  the  inscriptions  of  the  Minar  ware  copied  down  by 
Sir  Syed  Ahmad  Khan.  He  bad  to  bang  in  a  basket  from  the  top. 
Today  they  c  )uli  easily  be  decipher'd  by  a  sort  of  microscope 
which  even  universities  possess. 

HINDU  ASTRONOMEhS 

(  14  )  You  say  that  you  are  not  an  astronomer.  Still  you 
postulate  that  there  was  a  lake  and  that  astronomers  looked  at 
the  stars  in  the  lake.  Suoh  an  observation  is  useless  except  as  a 
recreation.  The  basis  of  star  observation  was  the  astrolabe,  a 
tube  (  now  replaced  by  a  telescope )  moving  round  a  circle  so  that 
the  angle  of  the  star  with  reference  to  the  horizon  is  discovered. 
The  astrolabe,  a  Greek  invention,  was  developed  by  the  Arabs. 
Alberuni  claims  that  he  brought  it  into  Lidia  in  XI  century. 

I  can  only  end  this  letter  by  saying  that  we  are  all  welcome 
to  entertain  what  belief  we  like  ”, 

REJOINDER 

I  am  beholden  to  the  learned  historian  for  his  candid  comments. 
The  manSr* 1  contains  inscriptions  in  Arabic  and  Persian  of  kings 
like  Mahammad-bin-Sam  (two),  Ku  third  din  Aibak  (one), 
Iltutmish  (four),  Alauddin  (one),  Firuz  Shah  (one)  and 
Sikandar  Lodi  (  one  ).  The  inscription  of  Mohammad-bin-Sam 
on  the  fourth  circlet  of  the  lower  storey  of  the  man&r  reads  *  The 
great  emp'.ror,  the  master  of  the  throne  of  nations,  the  lord  of  the 

1  (  a)  Chronicles  of  the  Pathan  Kings  of  Delhi  by  Edward  Thomas,  18?f, 

I  owe  the  translations  to  Professor  Syed  Hasan.  Director,  Institute  of 
Post-Graduate  Studies  and  Research  in  Arabic  and  Persian,  Patna  and 
Mr.  M.L.  Rahman  University,  Baroda. 

(b)  Asiatic  Researches  XLV.  481, 
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rulers  of  Arabia  and  Persia,  king  of  kings  in  the  world,  the  helper 
of  the  world  and  the  faith,  the  glorifier  of  Islam  and  the  Muslims, 
the  life-giver  of  justice  in  the  world,  the  exalted,  the  victorious 
kingdom,  the  haven  of  pure  nation,  the  greatness  of  the  excellent 
nation,  the  bright  flame  of  caliphate,  the  vastness  of  goodnef-s, 
kindness  upon  the  crusted  earth,  the  shadow  of  God  under  the 
two  horizons,  the  helper  of  the  cities  of  God,  the  guardian  of  the 
slaves  of  God,  the  conqueror  of  the  countries  in  the  world,  and 
the  manifestation  of  the  divine  words,  the  father  of  victory, 
Mohammad-bin-Sam,  the  commander  of  the  faithful.  May  his 
empire  last. 

The  second  band  or  belt  of  inscriptions  ( counting  from  the 
basement  upwards  )  is  also  filled  with  a  nearly  similar  enumera 
tion  of  bis  titles  concluding,  however,  with  the  hither-to  novel 
designation  of  “  Alexander  II. 

KUTBU  DDINT 

Kutbuddin  has  a  record  on  the  defaced  lower  band  of  the 
manar,  immediately  over  the  foundation  course.  The  legend 
duly  restored  means  :  ‘  The  chief  of  chiefs,  the  greatest  of  the 

commanders,  the  great  and  the  grand  of  the  empire,  Kutub 

ILTUTMISH 

The  inscription  over  the  doorway  of  the  second  storey  of  the 
manar  reads  *•  This  building  was  completed  under  the  order  of  the 
king,  helped  by  the  heavens,  the  sun  of  truth  and  the  faith,  king 
Iltutmish,  the  helper  of  the  commander  of  the  faithful. 

The  inscription  on  the  upper  circlet  of  the  second  ttorey  of  the 
manar  says,:  The  great  king,  the  grand  errpeior,  the  lord  of  the 
throne  of  nations,  the  honoured  of  the  lords  of  Arabia  and  Persia, 
the  shadow  of  God  on  the  earth,  the  sun  of  the  world  and  the  faith, 
the  helper  of  Islam  and  the  Musi  ms,  the  crown  of  kings,  and 
emperors,  the  vasti  ess  of  justice  in  the  world,  the  greatne  s  of 
the  victorious  kingdom,  the  maj-sty  of  the  excellent  nation,  helped 
by  the  heavens,  victorious  upon  the  enemies,  the  bright  flame  in 
the  heaven  of  caliphate,  disseminator  of  justice  and  compassion 
the  conqueror  of  the  countries  in  the  world  and  the  manifestation 
of  the  exalted  God,  father  of  victories,  Sultan  Iltutmish,  helpar  of 
the  commander  of  the  faithful.  May  his  country  and  kingdom 
last  for  ever.  And  may  bis  command  and  position  b@  exalted, 
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On  the  third  storey  of  the  doorway  and  on  one  of  the  bands 
similar  laudatory  titles  are  repeated  with  minor  addition  and  vari¬ 
ation.  And  finally  the  epigraph  over  the  doorway  of  the  fourth 
storey  a. tributes  the  entire  structure  to  the  time  of  Iltutmish. 
According  to  Thomas  the  modifications  of  his  titles  and  designa¬ 
tion  alone  would  indicate  the  deferred  execution  of  this  inscrip¬ 
tion.  It  says  :  The  building  was  ordered  in  the  reign  of  the  great 
king  and  the  grand  emperor,  the  master  of  the  throne  of  nations, 
the  lord  of  the  kings  of  Turkey,  Arabia  and  Persia,  the  sun  of  the 
world  and  the  faith,  the  exalrer  of  Islam  and  the  Muslims,  the 
possessor  of  peace  and  security,  the  inheritor  of  the  king  lorn  of 
Suleman.  th  ?  f  it  rer  of  victories,  Sultan  Iltutmish,  the  helper  of 
the  commander  of  the  faithful. 

ALAUDDIN 

Alauddin  Mohammad  Sdah  in  his  inscription  says :  His 
exalted  majesty,  the  lord  of  kings,  the  propagator  of  God  s  doctrine 
especially  with  the  help  of  the  greatest  of  the  great,  the  exalted  of 
the  world  and  the  fai;h  (  =  Alauddin  ),  the  helper  of  Islam  and 
the  Muslims,  the  honoured  of  the  kings  and  emperors,  supported 
by  the  divine  help,  the  father  of  victories,  king  Mohammad  Shah 
or  Aiexandtr  II,  the  right  hand  of  the  Caliphate,  the  helper  of  the 
commander  of  the  faithful.  May  his  kingdom  ever  last.  The 
foundation  of  this  building  was  laid  according  to  ordination  and 
consensus  of  opinion. 

fIRUZ  SHAH 

The  inscription  of  Firuz  Shah  on  the  fifth  storey  says  :  This 
manar  was  damaged  in  the  year  770  A.  H.  By  the  grace  of  God 
the  Great  and  Almighty  it  was  repaired  by  Sultan  Firuz  Shah. 
May  God  the  great  protect  it  from  all  calamities. 

The  inscription  of  Sikandar  Lodi  dated  909  A.  H.  is  on  the 
lower  entrance  of  the  Qutb  Manar. 

INFERENCE 

• 

Iltutmish  says  that  the  manar  was  completed  hnder  hia  order. 
In  the  other  Inscription  he  contradicts  himself  and  says  that  the 
building  was  ordered  in  his  reign.  Alauddin  says  that  its  foun¬ 
dation  was  laid  during  his  reign.  Thus  no  reliance  can  be  placed 
on  such  beautiful  laudatory  and  contradictory  records.  Besides, 
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it  stands  to  reason  why  ths  tablet  was  put  at  such  a  height  (180  ft. 
above  the  groun  1  )  where  none  could  read  it  easily.  Perhaps  he  was 
afraid  of  public  criticism  and  henc^  to  hide  his  guilt  the  tablet  wras 
put  so  high  beyond  the  gaze. 

PERSIAN  HISTORIANS 

Persian  historians  are  divided  regarding  the  real  builder  of 
the  Qutb  Manar.  According  to  Ibn-i-Batuta1  (  1342  A.  C.  )  the 
manar  was  built  by  Muiziddin  Kaiqubad,  grandson  of  Balban. 

Abul  Fida2  (  Tarikh  i-Mukh'.asar  ),  Shams-i-Siraj  Afif  (  Tarikh- 
-i-Firuz  Shahi),  Amir  Khusru  (  Tarikh-i-Ilahi )  and  Sikandar 
Lodi  alone  agree  in  calling  this  pillar  the  manar  of  lltutmish. 
Carr  Stephen  attaches  no  importance  to  any  as  it  is  rot  usual  to 
name  a  building  after  one  who  repaired,  altered  or  added  to  it. 

Firuz  Shah  calls  the  tower  the  manar  of  Muizuddin  Sam  in 
his  Futuhat-i- Fii  uz  Shahi. 

I  have  no  privilege  to  consult  the  original  texts  or  their  trans¬ 
lations.  But  the  authors  above  may  lead  us  to  conclude  that 
many  Persian  historian^,  mostly  court  chroniclers,  could  have  no 
sense  of  truth  and  impartiality.  They  narrated  only  one  side  of 
the  picture  and  parhaps  conspired  in  vain  to  trumpet  the  Qutb 
Manar  to  be  a  Muslim  monument.  The  Muslim  conquerors  did 
not  cut  the  root  but  only  the  branch  end  hence  the  truth  is  out 
in  the  long  run. 

MODERN  HISTORIANS 

'  { 

Dr.  Iswari3  Prasad  and  Raverty  4  hold  that  the  manar  was 
founded  in  629  A.  H.  ( 1231  A.  C. )  by  Sultan  lltutmish  and  is 
styled  the  lat  of  Qutb  Sahib  after  a  famous  Muslim  saint  Khwaja 
Qutbuddin  Bakhtyar  Kaki  of  Ush  near  Baghdad.  The  Afghans 
held  him  in  special  veneration  by  the  title  of  Afghan  Qutb  or  Pole 
but  the  reason  for  which  does  not  appear.  He  was  honoured  by 
Sultan  Shamsuddin  lltutmish .  who  offered  him  the  office  of 
Sheikh-i-Islam  which  he  refused.  lltutmish  caused  the  names  of 

1  Travels  of  Ibn-i-Batuta  (  Translated  by  Mehdi  Hasan  ),  p.  98. 

a  I  owe  the  informations  to  Mr.  Y.  E.  Bukhari’s  letter  of  24-5-6  L. 

8  Medieval  India,  Indian  Press,  Allahabad,  1928,  p.  147  n. 

*  Tabaqat-i-Nasiri  (English  translation),  London,  1876,  p.  622. 
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his  masters,  bensfactors,  and  father-in-law  Kutbuddin  and 
Mohammad  Ghuri  to  be  inscribed  on  it  out  of  gratitude. 

Alexander  Cunningham,1  Heam-,2  Blackatone 3  R.  N.  Munshi,4 
Thomas  and  Carr  Stephen5  favour  Kutbuddin  as  the  founder  of 
the  basement  storey  on  the  basis  of  epigraphy,  contemporary 
records  and  the  word  Qutb  was  quite  sufficient  an  their  opinion. 
History  is  silent  about  the  data  of  its  foundation  nor  does  any 
inscription  on  the  Qutb  Manar  record  the  date  o?  its  foundutim. 
Page6  infers  that  the  manar  was  commenced  in  594  A.  H.  (  1199 
A.  C. )  by  Sultan  Mohammad  Ghuri.  This  date  594  is  inscribed  on 
the  central  arch  of  the  screen  of  tlie  mosque  built  by  Kutbuddin 
Aibak.  But  it  cannot  be  said  that  the  manar  was  also  commenced 
in  1199  A.  C. 


The  Afghan  saint  Khwaja  Qutbuddin  Kaki  visit'd  India 
during  the  reign  of  Nasiruddin  and  died  at  Delhi  in  633  A.  H.  or 

O 

1236  A.  C.  (  622  +  633-  — — )  by  applying  the  formulae  A.  C  = 
3  H 

622  +  H-  .  His  resources  could  not  have  been  so  plentiful 

to  build  such  a  big  Manor.  Besides,  Iltutmish  was  a  dir.ciple  of 
Hazarat  Usman  Haroon,  and  a  co-disciple  of  Khwaja  Moinuddin 
Chisti,  in  whose  memory  he  built  the  mosque  at  Ajmer,  as  reported 
by  my  friend  Maulana  Q  rsim  Hasan,  Librarian,  K.  B.  Oriental 
Library,  Patna  And  so  neither  the  Afghan  saint  nor  Iltutmish 
could  be  associated  with  the  Qutb  Manar  as  its  builder. 

One  does  not  become  the  master  of  another’s  house  by  simply 
writing  his  name  there  unless  he  can  prove  his  proprietory  right 
to  it  cn  indubitable  grounds  It  may  bo  surmised  that  the  Manar 
is  definitely  anterior  to  the  advent  of  the  Slave  Dynasty.  Kings 
like  Mohammad  Ghuri,  Kutbuddin  Aibak,  Iltutmish,  Alauddin, 


1  Archaeological  Survey  of  India  Report  for  1862-63,  Vol,  I,  202. 
a  Seven  Cities  of  Delhi,  pp.  2 1-25. 

8  List  of  Hindu  and  Mohammedan  Monuments  of  Delhi,  Vol.  Ill,  27. 

«  History  of  Qutb  Manar,  by  R.  N.  Munshi,  Bombay,  1911.  Ha  holds  that 
it.  was  completed  by  Iltutmish. 

8  Archaeology  of  Delhi,  pp.  65-66. 

e  Memoirs  of  Archaeological  Surrey  of  India,  No.  22,  p.  19. 

19  [  Annals,  B.  O.  R.  I.  ] 
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Firuz  Saab,  and  Sikandar  Lodi  perhaps  each  aspired  for  its 
builder  by  putting  his  own  inscriptions  and  some  of  them  added 
t:>  the  existing  Manar  which  was  partly  pulled  down  and 
reshaped  by  the  Muslim  kings.  Some  of  them  repaired  it  at 
different  epochs  like  the  Hindu  rajas. 

SHORT  FORM 

( 2  )  Amir  Khusru  (  1325  A.  C.  )  refers  to  it  as  the  Manar  for 
abbreviation  just  as  a  tongawala  now  calls  it  the  Qutb. 

In  the  early  stages  the  manars  were  attached  by  th9  Muslims 
only  to  the  mosques.  But  later  possibly  they  served  the  purpose 
of  victory  towers  like  the  Jayastambhe,  Klrtistambha,  Garuda- 
dhvja,  Makaradhvaja,  Vrsadhvaja  or  Visnudhvaja.  This  they 
perhaps  learnt  during  the  course  of  their  Indian  invasions. 

UNFINISHED  MANAR 

(  5)  The  unfinished  Manar  to  the  right  has  twice  the  dimensions 
of  Qutb  Manar.  It  was  intended  for  a  second  mazinah  without 
which  a  Muslim  mosque  is  essentially  defective.  The  second 
Manar  stands  at  a  distance  of  470  ft  from  the  first  and  was 
csrried  up  about  30  ft  above  the  grounds  or  75  ft  above  the  plinth 
and  then  discontinutd.  It  is  2/5  times  larger  than  the  Qutb 
Manar,  or  254  ft  in  circumference  and  much  more  perpendicular. 
Finding  the  errors  it  was  given  up.  It  was  commenced  in  1311 
A.  0.  and  given  up  in  1316  A.  C.  due  possibly  to  the  death  of  its 
founder  king.  But  since  it  was  designed  to  be  a  holy  Manar  it 
must  have  been  continued  by  the  successors,  if  feasible. 

AMIR  KHUSRU 

Amir  Khusru’s  Khazainul  Fateh,  (  Treasure  of  Conquests  )  or 
Tarikh-i-llahi ,  says’ :  “  He  (  Alauddin  Khalji )  then  resolved  to 
make  a  pair  to  the  lofty  Manar  of  the  Jami  Masjid,  which  Manar 
was  then  the  single  celebrated  one  of  the  time.  He  ordered  the 
circumference  of  the  new  Manar  to  be  made  double  that  of  the  old 
one  and  to  make  it  higher  in  the  same  proportion,  and  directed 
that  a  new  casing  and  cupola  be  added  to  the  old  one.  The  stones 
were  brought  from  the  hills  and  the  temples  of  the  infidels 
were  demolished  to  furnish  a  supply 


1  History  of  India  by  Elliot  and  Dowsod,  Vol.  III.  69. 
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TIMURLANG 

The  Muslims  were  so  inefficient  that  they  could  not  build  a 
Manar.  They  had  no  idea  of  its  construction,  Timurlang1  (  1398 
A.  C  )  was  so  enchanted  with  the  great  mosque  and  its  Manar 
that  he  had  a  model  of  it  made,  which  he  took  back  with  him, 
along  with  all  the  masons  that  he  could  find  in  Delhi,  and  it  is 
said  that  he  erected  a  mosque  and  a  Manar  exactly  upon  this 
plan  at  his  capital  Samarkand,  before  he  left  it  to  invade  Syria. 

STAGE  OF  GREATNESS 

Delhi  has  been  the  stage  of  greatness  where  men  are  the 
actors,  ambitions  the  prompter  and  centuries  the  audience.  The 
Qutb  outdots  everything  of  its  kind.  It  is  rich,  unique,  venerable 
and  magnificent.  The  pillars  of  Pompey  at  Alexandria,  the 
Manar  of  the  mosque  of  Hasan  at  Cairo  and  the  Alexandrine 
column  at  St.  Petersburg  all  bow  their  heads  to  the  Qutb. 

OBSERVATORY 

(  6  )  We  generally  co  ne  across  the  word  Qutbnuma.  The 
Arabic  words  for  an  observatory  are  Rasadkhana,  Rasadgah  or 
Marsad  in  the  Quran .  The  compound  word  Qutb  Manar  means 
the  Polar,  Central  or  the  Observatory  To  wer  by  transferred  epithet. 
The  Muslims  translated  the  very  name  of  the  tower  and  Calltd  it 
Qutb  Manar  instead  of  the  Vi3nudbvaja.  Dr.  Gorakha  Prasad 
also  gives  the  picture  of  a  temple  or  an  observatory  with  seven 
storeys  in  Babylon. 

According  to  the  Encyclopaedia  Britannica  there  existed  no 
observatory  before  300  B.  C  .  Strabo  says  that  Eudoxus  had  an 
observatory  at  Onidus.  The  first  observatory  was  founded  at 
Alexandria.  It  Continued  in  activity  for  about  400  years  or  the 
end  of  second  century  A.  C.  Hipparchus  of  Rhodes,  the  founder  of 
modern  astronomy,  discovered  the  precession  of  equinoxes  and 
investigated  with  considerable  success  the  motions  of  the  sun, 
inocn  and  planets. 

i  History  of  Timurlang  by  Sarfuddin  Ali  in  two  volumes,  London,  1723, 
Vol.  II.  translated  from  tbe  original  Persian. 
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The  Hindu  sacrifices  and  all  religious  ceremonies  are  based  on 
observations.  No  marriage  can  be  contracted  till  the  rise  of  a 
particular  star  in  a  particular  direction.  No  lad/  would  take 
water  tiil  the  moon  rises  on  Karava  Cautha.  An  Indian  still 
gives  importance  to  observations  rather  than  to  mathematical 
calculations.  It  is  doubtful  if  he  could  attain  such  high  degree 
of  precision  in  astronomy  with  naked  eyes.  India  hod  already 
known  the  equinoxes  etc.  during  the  days  of  Satapatha  Brahmana. 
Varahamihira  (  123  B.  C. )  could  not  prove  the  superiority  of  his 
soiar  system  over  and  above  the  other  Indian  and  foreign  systems 
of  astronomy  in  the  absence  of  practical  observations.  It  is  sad  that 
no  ancient  observatory  exists  and  its  descriptions  are  also  locking. 
It  may  be  accounted  for  only  due  t:>  the  foreign  inroads  when  their 
very  existence  was  at  st  ike.  Even  the  knowledge  of  Jayasimha 
perished  with  him.  So  na  allege  that  lie  built  the  five  observa¬ 
tories  at  Delhi,  Mathura,  KasI,  UjjayinI  and  Jayapura  based  on 
indigenous  sources  and  resources.  But  where  is  even  the  trace  of 
the  Mathura  observatory  built  only  some  200  years  ago  ? 

NO  SHADOW 

(  7  )  Ic  is  a  matter  of  fact  which  any  discerning  eye  could 
observe  on  June  23  at  12.00  hrS.  In  the  Jaatar  Mantar,  Delhi 
Observatory,  the  northern  wall  of  the  Misra  Yantra  (  Miscellane¬ 
ous  Instrument)  instead  of  bting  straight,  makes  an  angle  of  five 
degress  to  indicate  clearly  the  advent  of  southern  precession.1 
The  same  would  seem  true  of  the  Visnudhvaja  or  Qutb  Manar, 
the  observatory  Tower,  which  is  some  five  degrees  north  of  the 
Tropic  of  Cancer  or  Karkarekha. 

FISA  TOWER 

Tbe  tower  of  Pisa,  Italy,  is  n  rw  178  ft.  high  and  overhangs 
14  ft.  on  the  south  side.  Thus  it  makes  an  approximate  angle  of 
five  degrees  from  the  perpendicular  by  finding  the  value  of 
Tan 9  =■  14/178.  Id  is  rather  curious  that  tbe  wall  of  the  Jantar 
Mantar  {  Misra  Yantra  ),  Delhi,  Qutb  Manar,  Mehrauli,  and  the 
Pisa  tower  in  Taly,  are  all  inclined  towards  the  south  by  five 

•  Bharatiya  .Tyotisa  ka  Itiha?a  by  Dr.  Gorakha  Prasad,  Lucknow,  1956, 
p.  229. 
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degrees.  Would  an  astronomer  explain  it  ?  Has  Pisa  tower  to 
do  something  with  the  Pisaca  tower  wherein  ca  was  dropped  in 
course  of  time.1 

COMMEMORATION 

(  8  )  I  have  not  seen  nor  I  have  the  details  of  the  Ghazni 
Manars  and  hence  I  Caunot  speak  about  them.  Professor  K. 
Chattopadhyaya,  Research  Director,  Sanskrit  University,  Vara¬ 
nasi,  informs  me  that  Mahmud  Ghazna  took  the  models  of  the 
Delhi  manar  with  him  to  Ghazoi  for  construction  there.  He 
carried  away  the  Hindu  masons  irom  Mathura  to  build  his 
mosques  and  palrces  at  Ghazni.  And  the  Hindu  architects  built 
the  isolated  manars  at  Ghazni  like  the  Qutb  Manar. 

But  if  the  Manar  was  built  as  a  com  memort.ti  7e  structure  the 
questions  must  be  ans*  ered.  Why  did  the  Muslims  follow  the 
Romans  and  not  the  Indians,  their  next  neighbours?  What  was 
the  occasion  of  erecting  the  commemorative  structure?  When 
was  its  construction  started?  When  was  it  completed?  Why 
was  it  not  named  after  Iltutmish?  Why  is  it  called  the  Qutb 
Manar  ? 

PREACHING  ORIGIN 

(  9  )  Itcannot  be  said  that  I  am  the  fust  to  preach  its  Hint  u 
origin.  The  idea  persis  s  since  circa  1800  A.  C  or  even  earlier. 
William  Butler  says  2  :  “  For  nearly  a  century  a  controversy  has 
existed  in  India  regarding  the  architectural  honour  of  the  wonder¬ 
ful  Qutb.  The  Hindus  would  fain  that  they  built  it.  Bholanath 
Chunder3  makes  the  best  case  ”.  Since  the  dawn  of  the  Christian 
rule  in  India  there  have  been  two  parties  regarding  the  origin  of 
the  Qutb  Manar.  Sir  T.  Metcalfe  led  the  Hindu  party.  Syed 
Ahmad,  a  Munshi  in  the  service  of  Emperor  Akbar  Shah  II 
(  1805-37  A.  C.  ),  was  the  first  to  advocate  its  Muslim  origin. 

The  entrance  door  of  the  Manar  faces  the  north  as  the  Hindus 
generally  have  their  doors.  The  door  of  a  Muslim  edifice  always 
faces  the  Kaba.  If  the  Manar  had  been  intended  for  a  Mazinah, 

1  Encyclopaedia  Britannica,  (  XIII  Ed.  )  Vol.  II.  394. 

a  Personal  Reminiscences  of  India,  New  York,  1872  p.  159. 

S  Travels  of  a  Hindu  by  BbolanatlpChunder,  London,  1869,  Vol.  II,  182-95, 
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it  would  have  been  erected  at  one  end  of  a  mosque.  It  is  custo¬ 
mary  for  the  Hindus  to  erect  such  buildings  wit hout  a  platform 
or  plinth,  whereas  the  Muslims  always  build  upon  a  plinth.  The 
ornamental  bells  in  the  balconies  are  undoubtedly  of  Hindu  origin. 
Stern  warriors  and  fanatics  had  no  time  to  indulge  in  art  and 
architecture.  Besides  no  Muslim  is  ever  called  to  prayer  from 
its  top. 

Political  considerations,  after  the  War  of  Independence  in 
1857  A.  C.,  led  the  foreign  historians  to  ascribe  the  Mauar  to  the 
Muslims. 

It  cannot  be  denied  that  once  the  Qatb  was  a  Hindu  construc¬ 
tion,  but  its  upper  three  storeys  were  pulled  down  and  reshaped  to 
present  a  Muslin  edifice  in  all  its  aspects.  Beglar  is  quoted  only 
for  the  sake  of  reference  to  give  all  the  pros  and  Cons  of  the  subject. 
I  s  Hindu  or  Muslim  origin  cannot  be  an  article  of  faith  with  any. 
It  can  stand  only  on  the  bus's  of  truth  and  justice. 

QUTB 

The  base  of  the  Manvr  is  a  polygon  of  24  s  des,  altogether 
measuring  147  It.  The  shaft  is  of  a  circular  form  and  tapers 
regularly  fiom  the  base  to  the  summit.  It  is  divided  into  five 
storeys,  round  each  of  which  runs  a  bold  projecting  balcony 
supp  me  1  up  n  large  and  richly  covered  brackets,  having  balu¬ 
strades  that  give  to  the  pillar  a  most  ornamental  effect. 

EXTERIOR 

The  exterior  o  the  basement  storey  is  fluted  alternatively 
in  twenty -seven  angular  an  !  6emi- circular  faces.  In  the  second 
storey  the  flutings  are  only  semi-circular.  In  the  thiid  they  are 
all  angular.  The  fourth  storey  is  circular  and  plain.  The  filth 
again  has  semi-circular  flutings.  The  relative  height  of  the 
storey  to  the  diameter  of  the  base  has  quite  scientific  pror.o  tions 
except  in  the  fourth  and  fifth  storeys.  The  height  of  tbe  storeys 
are  90,  53,  40,  24  and  22  ft.  respectively. 

STRUCTURE 

Tbe  whole  column  is  perhaps  just  five  diameters  in  height. 
Upto  the  third  storey  the  Manar  is  built  o  fine  red  sandstone. 
From  the  taird  balcony  to  the  fifth  the  building  is  composed 
chiefly  of  white  Jayapur  marble.  The  interior  is  of  grey  rose- 
quartz  stone.  It  is  roomy  enough  and  full  of  openings  for  light 
and  air.  The  ascent  is  by  a  spiral  staircase  of  376  steps  to  the 
balcony  of  the  fifth  stcrey  and  thence  are  three  more  steps  to  the 
top  of  the  present  stone  work. 
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LIFE  OF  MANAR 

An  engineer  tells  me  that  a  stone  masonary  can  last  for  over 
4,000  years,  whereas  one  of  bricks  only  for  some  2,000  years. 
The  Asokan  edicts  built  of  stone,  which  are  at  least  2200  years 
old,  according  to  the  present  chronological  conceptions,  are  yet  in 
goo  1  coaditioo.  Tin  re  seems  no  reason  to  suppose  why  the 
Visnudhvaja  or  Qutb  Manar  could  not  be  over  2200  years  old. 
Besides,  the  cracks  in  the  tower  appear  only  in  the  upper  storeys, 
which  are  undoubtedly  later  constructions  and  not  iu  the 
lower  ones 

REPAIRS 

It  was  repaired  at  different  epochs  by  the  Hindu  and  Muslim 
rulers.  It  was  struck  by  lightning  and  was  repaired  by  Firuz 
Shah  in  1368.  In  1503  tie  Manar  was  again  injured  and  was 
repaired  by  Sikandar  Lodi.  A  severe  earthquake  damaged  it  in 
1803  and  the  present  stone  work  was  imposed  upon  it  in  1847. 
Butler  conjectures  that  it  was  commenced  in  1200  and  finished 
in  1220  A.  C. 

JUDGE  HISTORIAN 

(  10  )  It  is  not  a  question  of  admission.  A  historian  is  a 
judge  and  not  an  advocate. 

Time  alone  would  judge  the  truth  or  otherwise  of  my  dates. 
But  let  the  historians  and  Indologiits  come  forward  with  their 
Criticisms  and  the  writer  shall  be  glad  to  meet  their  challenge. 
The  INDIAN  CHRONOLOGY  6701  B.  C.  to  1958  A.  C.  should  open 
their  eyes. 

(  11  )  The  formulae  has  been  tried  successfully  in  many 
case3.  It  works  satisfactorily  only  for  the  year  but  not  for  the 
months. 

HINDU  ASTRONOMERS 

(  14  )  My  own  knowledge  of  astronomy  is  rather  joor  but  one 
must  consult  the  latest  book  on  the  subject  by  Dr.  Gorakha  Prasad, 
Allahabad  University.  Pythagoras,  a  Greek,  derived  much  of 
his  astronomical  knowledge  from  the  Indians  and  the  Muslims 
them  elves  admit  that  they  enquired  the  knowledge  of  astronomy 
from  the  Indians  and  the  Greeks  (  p.  170  ).  The  Indians  were  well 
acquainted  with  the  27  naksatras  and  the  12  rSiis  etc.  as  early  as 
the  days  of  Ved&nga  Jyotisa  before  1200  B,  0,  (  p.  45  ),  The 
Hindus  were  pioneers  in  astronomy. 
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A  scholar's  belief  is  based  on  materials. 

ISLAMIC  ARCHITECTURE 

The  Qutb  Manar  cannot  belong1  to  the  pre-Muslim  period  as 
its  architectural  feitures  and  devices  are  purely  Islamic.  There  is 
no  other  pill  \t  of  Hindu  origin  except  the  Chittorgarh  though  of 
a  much  latir  date.  Even  that  has  no  similarity  with  the  Islamic 
architecture  cf  the  Qutb. 

The  edged  and  star-shaped  columns  (stellate  flargs)  with 
alternately  circular  ones  have  a  peculiarity.  They  are  derived 
probably  from  the  Manar  at  Ghazna  built  by  Masud,  s  >n  of 
Mahmud,  in  the  early  XI  century.  There  were  two  or  three 
manars  in  Iran  erected  before  the  Qutb  and  that  may  be  a  source 
of  inspiration  for  the  manar  built  during  the  period  of  early 
rules  of  the  Slave  dynasty. 

The  inscriptions  in  Naskh  character  in  Arabic  and  Persian 
clearly  state  that  the  monument  was  built  by  the  Muslims. 
Leaving  everything  aside  one  must  prove  that  the  architecture 
of  the  Qutb  is  of  Hindu  orgin  and  the  like  must  be  quoted 
if  one  wants  to  assign  the  erection  of  the  Manar  to  the 
pre-Muslim  peric  d. 

At  least  this  much  is  certain  and  unchallenged  that  apart 
from  the  basement  storey  the  rest  of  the  Manar  was  built  by 
Iltutmish. 

CRI !  ICISM 

It  is  a  pleasure  to  diff  r  from  such  great  historians  and  art 
Cri  ic3  with  reasons.  Percy  Brown2  traces  the  three  stages  in  the 
growth  of  Islamic  architecture  in  India.  (  a  )  It  was  the  custom 
after  the  conquest  to  ground  the  fort  foundations  and  pillars 
under  the  feet  of  elephants.  (  b  )  The  temples  of  the  infidels  were 
demolished  besides  the  hills  to  furnish  a  supply,  ( c  )  The  Muslims 
were  firmly  established  and  were  in  a  position  to  plan  and  Create. 
It  was  only  in  the  last  stage  that  the  Islamic  architecture  in 
India  achieved  its  greatest  Splendour.  Islam  during  its  early 
stages  cculd  net  think  of  erecting  new  monuments, 

1  Mr.  Y.  K.  Bukhari,  Dy  Keeper,  National  Museum,  Delhi,  his  letter  dated 
28-6-61. 

8  Muslim  Architecture  in  India,  Bombay,  1942,  p,  4, 
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H  avail 1  h  jK3s  the  Qutb  Mmar  to  he  a  'victory  tower. 
It  is  a  class  of  monument  in  which  the  Hindus  excelled.  The 
three  finely  proportion'd  lower  storeys  of  the  Manar  belong  to 
the  original  tower.  Their  exceeding  beauty  is  greatly  marred  by 
the  upper  parts.  The  tower  ha9  architecturally  no  connection 
with  the  adjacent  mosque.  The  planning  of  toe  Muslim  buildiDgs, 
whether  columns,  piers,  brackets,  pedentives  cr  arches,  were 
almost  invariably  derivations  from  Buddhist  or  Hindu  craft 
traditions,  he  adds. 

It  cannot  be  denied  that  the  Manar  has  some  Islamic  influence 
only  in  the  upper  storeys  2  But  the  basic  question  is  of  origin. 
Hie  inscriptions  may  have  been  added  by  the  subsequent  rulers. 
Iltutmish  may  have  played  a  part  in  its  present  design  but  be 
cannot  be  called  its  builder. 

PATBANS  IN  INDIA 

The  Patbans  in  India3  had  nothing  to  do  with  Iran.  They 
copied  Indian  art  and  built  entirely  with  the  indigenous  resources 
and  with  the  help  of  Indian  craftsmen.  There  is  truth  in  the 
suggestion  that  there  was  some  sort  of  Manar  thers  and  the  same 
was  demolished  and  the  present  oi  e  built  upon  the  same  base.  It 
cannot  be  denied  that  the  Qutb  mosque  was  built  with  the  ruins 
of  the  27  temples  there  and  there  was  an  observatory  at  the  place 
where  the  Qutb  Manar  now  stands  There  are  encasements  even 
in  the  lower  storeys  of  the  Manar. 

Indian  art  was  very  enchanting  and  pleasing  to  the  foreigners. 
There  was  no  Sarsenic  architecture  in  India  at  any  stage.  Even 
as  late  as  the  days  of  Auranpzeb,  in  the  masoleum  at  Aurangabad 
which  he  built  there  in  the  memory  of  his  wife,  he  eavs  that  its 
designer  was  a  Hindu  Haspafc  Raya  and  it  was  built  under  the 
supervision  of  a  Muslim  engineer.  The  main  thesis,  based  on 
solid  dita,  is  highly  plausible 

1  Indian  Architecture  by  E.  B  Havell,  London,  1927,  pp,  4G-49. 

3  History  of  Indian  ard  Eastern  Architecture  by  James  Fergusson, 
London,  1910,  Vol  II.  206. 

8  Mr.  M.  I drisullah  Khan,  Superintendent,  Archaeological  Survey  of 
India,  Patna,  on  August  21,  1961. 
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NEED  OF  EXCAVATIONS 

The  theories,  hitherto,  do  not  explain  toe  following  facta 
which  are  satisfactorily  explained  by  the  writer  in  his  paper. 
Why  the  edifice  is  a  leaning  one  towards  the  south  and  is  not 
parpendicular,  whic.i  it  should  have  been  in  case  it  was  built  in 
the  memory  of  a  saint  or  as  commemorat  on  to  mark  a  victory. 
So  far  as  I  know  no  commemorative  tower  built  in  India  (  i.  e. 
Klrtistambha  or  Jayastambha,  Cliittor  )  is  a  leaning  one.  (  b  )  It 
is  not  understood  how  the  names  of  Kutbuddin  and  Mohammad 
Ghuri  find  a  place  in  the  basement  storey  as  well  as  in  the  upper 
storey.  (  c  )  The  mcsque  built  by  Kutbuddin  near  the  manar  is 
situated  at  a  higher  elevation  than  the  manar.  It  shows  that  the 
masque  was  constructed  later  than  the  manar. 

Whatever  may  be  the  origin  of  the  tower  the  fact  remains  that 
the  accepted  theory  can  hold  water  no  more.  There  is  a  case  for 
closer  examination  and  more  detailed  investigation.  It  would  be 
bettjr  if  excavati jds1  are  carried  on  in  the  premises  and  on  the 
site  to  discover  the  truth. 

CONFUSION 

Anything  which  a  man  happens  to  find  in  its  real  form  con¬ 
fuses  the  people  who  believe  blinlly  what  others  say  and  d)  not 
exercise  their  independen  e  of  judgment.  Is  it  not  that  the 
Aristotalists  in  XVII  century  abusr  d  Galileo  for  his  discoveries 
for  which  he  is  today  called  the  father  of  modern  sciences?  The 
canflict  is  really  not  between  free  thought  and  bigotry  but  between 
the  spirit  of  induction  and  deduction. 

CONCLUSION 

It  may,  therefore,  be  concluded  that  the  Qutb  Manar  is  the 
Visnud  ivaja  or  the  Observatory  2  Tower  built  by  Samudragupta  in 
280  B.  C  It  is  the  main  tower  of  the  ancient  observatory  pulled 
down  by  Kutbuddin  Aibak  in  1192  A.  C.  Its  first  three  storeys  aie 
remnants  of  the  old  one.  Its  tablet  was  inscribed  by  king 
Candra  =  C vudragupta  II  in  268  B.  C.  on  the  iron  cylinder. 
Criticisms  are  welcomed  from  all  quarters. 

i  Mr.  levari  Prasad,  I.A.9.,  Searchlight,  Patna,  dated  25-5-1961. 

*  Observatories  of  Anoient  India  by  U.  V.  Ruq,  Illustrated  Weekly  of 
India,  Bombay,  July  30,  1961,  p,  39, 
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THE  VRATYAS  IN  ANCIENT  INDIA 

By 

Radha  Krishna  Choudhary 

Like  the  various  problems  of  Indology,  the  problem  of 
the  Vratyas  has  been  agitating  the  mind  of  scholars,  here  and 
abroad,  since  the  beginning  of  the  Vedic  Studies.  A  study  of 
the  problem  of  the  Vratyas  was  yet  a  desideratum.  It  was  in 
the  fitness  of  thing  that  Dr.  R.  N.  Dandekar,  in  his  presidential 
address  to  the  ancient  India  section  of  the  History  Congress 
in  1947,  drew  the  attention  of  scholars  towards  this  problem. 
We  are  glad  to  announce  the  publication  of  a  full  and  exhaus¬ 
tive  account  of  the  Vratyas  for  the  first  time  in  English 
language.  It  may  be  mentioned  here  that  there  is  no  book  on 
this  subject  in  any  language  except  the  German,  to  which  we 
have  no  access  in  India.  9y  the  publication  of  this  learned 
treatise,  we  have  filled  up  a  gap  in  ancient  Indian  history.  The 
value  of  the  present  work  may  be  understood  if  we  look  to 
the  Presidential  Speech  of  Dr.  V.  M.  Apte  to  the  Vedic  Section 
of  the  All  India  Oriental  Congress  (  Deihi-1959  )  wherein  the 
present  work  ha  been  referred  to  as  the  only  book  on  the 
subject.  The  author  is  a  reputed  scholar  of  Ancient  Indian 
History  and  has  earnel  his  -eputation  as  a  scholar  by  his 
publications.  Some  of  his  Research  Papers  and  articles  have 
been  quoted  by  foreign  scholars.  He  has  a  commendable 
capacity  of  marshalling  facts  and  expressing  them  in  a  lucid 
style.  The  author,  now  the  Head  of  the  Department  of  History 
and  Ancient  Indian  History  &  Culture,  G.  D.  College,  Begu- 
sarai,  here  tells  us  the  story  of  the  Vratyas  in  a  fascinating 
manner  with  his  characteristic  clarity  of  thought  and  presenta¬ 
tion.  The  present  work  is  a  must-read  book  for  all  Scholars 
of  Indology  and  no  library,  worth  the  name,  can  do  without 
a  copy  of  this  valuable  publication. 

Please  book  your  copy  in  advance  to  avoid  disappoint¬ 
ment. 
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